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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. FLOOD).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
January 31, 2023.

I hereby appoint the Honorable MIKE
FLOOD to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

KEVIN MCCARTHY,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 9, 2023, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with time equally
allocated between the parties and each
Member other than the majority and
minority leaders and the minority
whip limited to 5 minutes, but in no
event shall debate continue beyond
11:50 a.m.

———

HISTORY REPEATED ITSELF ONCE
MORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
New Jersey (Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN) for
5 minutes.

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today appalled and dis-
gusted and brokenhearted. Like so
many others, I am still struggling to
process the sheer inhumanity on dis-
play in the murder of Tyre Nichols.

Last week, our Nation watched help-
lessly as another innocent Black man
was beaten to death by men sworn to

serve and protect. In the final moments
of his life, Tyre Nichols cried out for
help as he struggled to understand
what he possibly could have done to de-
serve such a fate.

As a mother, seeing Tyre cry out for
his mom deeply pains me. As a Black
woman, I am furious at the injustice
that Black Americans face every day.
As a human being, the vicious murder
I have seen leaves me shaken to my
core.

Tyre Nichols was a human being with
a life as beautiful as any other. He was
a photographer. He loved
skateboarding. He was a son to a loving
mother and a father to a 4-year-old
son.

Tyre will never get to see his son
grow up, and his son will never get an-
other hug from his father.

I mourn Tyre, and I pray for his loved
ones. I mourn Keenan Anderson, who
invoked George Floyd’s name when he,
too, was Kkilled by police this month. I
mourn Elijah McClain, Philando Cas-
tile, Tamir Rice, and every other Black
life stolen from us by police.

I have grown weary of my mourning,
though, Mr. Speaker, because history
has repeated itself once again.

The murder of Tyre Nichols comes 3
years after the murder of Breonna Tay-
lor. It comes 9 years after the murder
of Michael Brown. It comes 14 years
after the murder of Oscar Grant. It
comes 153 years after the murder of
Henry Truman in 1870.

Nothing we can do will ever bring
back Tyre Nichols, Daunte Wright,
Eric Garner, or any Black American
killed by a system that did not value
their lives. We can, however, demand
accountability and sweeping reforms
from police departments that have
built, maintained, and even encouraged
a culture of brutality and even racism.

The time is now to reevaluate and re-
imagine the role of police in our com-
munity. We must stop waiting for jus-
tice and start doing our jobs.

As public servants, we have a duty to
do right by our communities, even if
that means starting the long, difficult
process of reforming and restructuring
our justice system. It is the duty of the
Federal Government to ensure that law
enforcement is used to protect commu-
nities, not tear them apart.

Last Congress, the House passed the
George Floyd Justice in Policing Act,
but the Senate blocked it from becom-
ing law. That was a disappointment,
but it cannot be a defeat.

This Congress, we have a new oppor-
tunity to end qualified immunity and
protect our communities. However,
that opportunity will not seize itself.

House Republicans have spent end-
less time and resources establishing
committees for conspiracy theories but
have offered zero solutions to the ris-
ing tide of police brutality. I call on all
of my colleagues to commit or recom-
mit themselves to fixing the funda-
mental flaws in the fabric of our jus-
tice system. If we fail to do so, our so-
ciety will forever be one in which po-
lice are seen as an occupying force in-
stead of a force for good.

————
RECOGNIZING VIRGINIA SMITH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Ms. FoxX) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, throughout
the course of our lives, we are both
blessed and fortunate to cross paths
with and befriend individuals who har-
bor a profound sense of dedication to-
ward serving others and their commu-
nities. To me and countless others, Vir-
ginia Smith of Stokes County, North
Carolina, is one of those people.

This year, she will retire as the
chairwoman of the Stokes County Re-
publican Party, a position she has held
since 2003.

To know Virginia is to know some-
one who lives and breathes the mean-
ing of possessing a servant’s heart.
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From organizing events with her
church to her civic involvement within
her community, wherever Virginia
goes, you know that she is on a mission
to serve, and she will not be deterred in
that mission.

Truly, she is a community-driven
woman. I cannot overstate her rock-
ribbed conservatism and how she has
always espoused, promoted, and shared
both the values and principles upon
which our constitutional republic was
founded.

The simple truth is that we need
more Virginia Smiths in this world.

Her work as chairwoman and as a
proud member of the Stokes County
community has helped lay a foundation
upon which our future leaders, the
young men and women of today, can
grow and thrive.

Mr. Speaker, as Virginia enters this
new and exciting chapter of her life,
may she know that she has left an in-
delible mark upon the lives of so many
people, me included. I am confident she
will continue to do so.

May God continue to bless her and
her family in the days ahead.

REASONABLE RAISING OF DEBT CEILING

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, with $31.4
trillion in national debt, House Repub-
licans are committed to finding a solu-
tion that is reasonable, sensible, and
responsible regarding raising the debt
ceiling.

President Biden would be irrespon-
sible not to negotiate. We must finally
address Washington’s reckless govern-
ment spending if we want to put Amer-
ica on a better fiscal path.

After 2 years of reckless deficit
spending, the Biden administration is
refusing to negotiate with Republicans
to protect taxpayers and solve our Na-
tion’s debt crisis.

Democrats accelerated spending fol-
lowing the last massive debt limit in-
crease. After passing the largest debt
limit increase in American history, it
took Democrats only a little over a
year to max out the Federal Govern-
ment’s credit card again.

Democrats outspent record-high rev-
enue. Despite record-high revenues
from the Republican-passed Tax Cuts
and Jobs Act, Federal spending has
continued to balloon, increasing by $10
trillion over the last 2 years, a record
for a new President.

There is a bipartisan path forward.
Instead of refusing to negotiate, Demo-
crats need to join Republicans in
crafting a plan that protects taxpayers.
All eight major spending reforms since
1985 have been attached to debt ceiling
legislation.

We must be, again, as Republicans
say, reasonable, sensible, and respon-
sible regarding raising the debt ceiling.
We call on President Biden and the
Democrats to join us in this effort.

CELEBRATING WIND RIVER
TRANSFER
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Washington (Ms. PEREZ) for 5 minutes.
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Ms. PEREZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to be a voice for my rural community
and celebrate the passage of the Wind
River Administrative Site Conveyance
Act.

Before being sworn into Congress, 1
acted with my predecessor, JAIME HER-
RERA BEUTLER, Senator CANTWELL, and
members of the Skamania County
Commission to pass the Wind River Ad-
ministrative Site Conveyance Act in
the fiscal year 2023 spending bill.

As a Skamania County resident, I
know that only 1.8 percent of our land
is fully taxable for generating nec-
essary revenue for community services.
The Wind River Administrative Site
Conveyance Act transfers 24 acres back
into the county land base and increases
opportunity for small businesses in our
community.

I thank my predecessor, JAIME HER-
RERA BEUTLER, and Senator CANTWELL
for leading this effort. I look forward
to working with my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle to pass similarly im-
portant legislation.

RECOGNIZING REPAIR CLARK COUNTY

Ms. PEREZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to be a voice for my community and
share with you the importance of Re-
pair Clark County.

Repair Clark County is a nonprofit
organization that rejects the premise
that when things break, we just throw
them out, that we are helpless con-
sumers reliant on an endless cycle of
cheap goods.

I was lucky to attend one of their
events on January 21, and I saw a little
girl light up when her favorite night-
light was fixed instead of being thrown
away. What an amazing gift to teach
this child that we can have a relation-
ship of stewardship with our belong-
ings, not just consumerism.

These volunteers uphold our values
of stewardship and self-sufficiency be-
cause, in America, DIY is in our DNA.

I thank Terra Heilman, the head of
Repair Clark County, for spearheading
this effort.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to
work on Federal legislation that en-
sures all consumers have the right and
the ability to maintain and fix their
own stuff.

RECOGNIZING TURBAN TEEN

Ms. PEREZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to recognize the iUrban Teen organiza-
tion for creating an incredibly diverse
talent pipeline in my district.

IUrban Teen provides skills training
for teens and young adults and gives
them access to career pathways and al-
ternatives that they need to be suc-
cessful and have more opportunities.

For example, the Future Teachers
Pathway program brings together Van-
couver Public Schools, Washington
State University Vancouver, and Clark
College to mentor students and give
them the training they need to succeed
in their chosen career paths.

This is so critical for young people
who face challenges and gives them the
support they deserve in their efforts to
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become critical members of our com-
munity.

For the past 13 years, iUrban Teen
has hosted a breakfast on Martin Lu-
ther King Jr. Day. I was honored to at-
tend their event.

I thank the iUrban Teen team for
bridging the gap for students and in-
spiring all of us to keep working for
change.

HONORING MIKHAIL PAVENKO

Ms. PEREZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to honor Mikhail Pavenko, a resident
of Vancouver, Washington.

In 1996, Mikhail emigrated from
Ukraine to Vancouver, and he has
proudly worked as a lineman for the
Clark County Public Utilities since
2014, literally keeping the lights on in
my district.

Mr. Pavenko has recently taken on a
new role. Since the conflict between
Ukraine and Russia began, he has re-
turned to Ukraine more than a dozen
times to serve as a volunteer military
chaplain.

Mikhail is and continues to be a bea-
con of light for many during times of
untold suffering. He inspires Ukrain-
ians on the front line to keep the faith
and keep up the fight, and he simulta-
neously reminds all of us that democ-
racy is worth fighting for.

I cannot thank Mr. Pavenko enough
for his service to the people of Ukraine
as they stand together against
authoritarianism.

CONGRATULATING THE COLUMBIA RIVER RAPIDS
GIRLS VOLLEYBALL TEAM

Ms. PEREZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to give a big shout-out to the Columbia
River Rapids girls volleyball team.
They are doing an incredible job. I am
so excited to share this on the House
floor.

The Rapids girls volleyball team won
the 2A State title in three sets, fin-
ishing an amagzing season for the
volleyball team. The entire tour-
nament, they only lost one set. What
makes this even more notable is they
were a No. 6 seed, and they defeated
three higher seeds to attain this title.

These incredible young women
played an impressive season and have
made me and our whole community
very proud.

Congratulations to the Columbia
River Rapids girls volleyball team on
their amazing accomplishments. I am
so excited to see what they will do next
season.

———

HONORING BROTHER FRED WOLFE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Alabama (Mr. CARL) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CARL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
honor the life of a dear friend of mine,
Brother Fred Wolfe.

Fred Hartwell Wolfe was born Decem-
ber 5, 1936, in Rock Hill, South Caro-
lina, and he passed away on January 3,
2021. I was standing on this very floor
being sworn in the moment they let me
know he had passed away.
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To so many people in this country,
Fred Wolfe was a friend. He was a spir-
itual leader. He was a life coach. He
was a father figure. He was a big broth-
er. That is why we all simply called
him Brother Fred.
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Brother Fred had a God-given ability
to make everyone feel special, and he
truly believed that everyone was spe-
cial. Every waking moment in Brother
Fred’s life, he understood that God was
not only watching him, but God knew
exactly what His next step would be in
Fred’s life.

Brother Fred, on numerous occa-
sions, would tell me that everything in
our life is controlled by God, and ev-
erything was put here to serve God.

Later in life, Brother Fred’s health
started breaking down, but he never
took his eyes off of God. I remember
when he had open-heart surgery and
the men from the church would stay
with him to take care of his needs. One
night when I was there with Brother
Fred, I asked him how his open-heart
surgery had played a role in God’s mas-
ter plan.

He told me, I don’t know. He said, It
is part of the plan, but I don’t know. I
am here to serve. I thought that was a
pretty strange response seeing he just
had his chest cracked open and every-
thing moved around. But he knew he
would wait. He told me, We may never
know; then again, we may.

Just a few minutes later, a nurse
came walking in to take his vital
signs—of course, as they do in the hos-
pitals and keep you awake all night—
while doing so, he smiled at Brother
Fred and said, You don’t remember me,
but a few years ago, I got saved under
your ministry.

Unfortunately, I have slipped away
from God, and I am paying the price in
my family today.

With all the tubes, with all the mon-
itors, with everything going off in that
room, Brother Fred stopped what he
was thinking and doing and prayed
with that man. He left with much high-
er spirits than he actually entered
with.

As we sat there quietly, I was think-
ing, Did God use Fred Wolfe in this po-
sition because of this man? I looked up
and made eye contact with Fred, who
was laying in the bed, he simply
winked and rolled over and went to
sleep like he knew that was the an-
swer.

For thousands of people who were
saved under his ministry, raised their
family with his wisdom, and learned
that God is the most important thing
in their life, I say this is not good-bye,
for we will see you again. We will see
Miss Anne, and we will see Brother
Fred at the right hand of God.

CONGRATULATIONS TO DURANGO
HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Nevada (Mrs. LEE) for 5 minutes.
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Mrs. LEE of Nevada. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today as some extraordinary Du-
rango High School students are making
news and scientific history.

A team from Nevada’s Third District,
Durango High School, recently became
one of only 60 teams nationwide to win
the NASA TechRise student challenge.
This year the challenge was to design
an experiment that could be tested on
a NASA-sponsored balloon flight.

The Durango team won with their
entry, Project Nighthawk, which they
will continue to work on for the rest of
the school year. This summer, the
project will be tested in a high-altitude
balloon flight.

This is a big deal, but I know it is
just the start of some amazing endeav-
ors into STEM that these Durango
Trailblazers will make in their future
careers. These students will be
mentored by the best and the brightest
researchers and have an invaluable op-
portunity to learn about the edge of
the Earth’s atmosphere.

The ingenuity of these talented Ne-
vadans reminds us that when it comes
to exploration of our final frontier, the
best is yet to come. I have no doubt
that we will all benefit from their con-
tributions in years to come.

Congratulations, Durango
School’s Project Nighthawk.

————
REINING IN OUR NATIONAL DEBT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5
minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to discuss our
national debt. In 2022, Speaker MCCAR-
THY unveiled the Commitment to
America which outlines the Republican
platform for governing as we took con-
trol of the House in the 118th Congress.

Through our plan, it is critical we
support policies that lead to a strong,
healthy economy, fight inflation, and
lower the cost of living. We must rein
in reckless spending here in Wash-
ington and root out waste, fraud, and
abuse in government.

For the last 2 years, the Biden ad-
ministration has been left unchecked.
Because of their policies, we have seen
record-breaking inflation, sky-
rocketing gas and grocery prices, and
increases to daily expenses. Hard-work-
ing families are forced to decide be-
tween feeding their families or paying
the heat and electric bills.

These economic hardships are
brought on by unrestricted reckless
spending. That irresponsible spending
stops now. With $31.4 trillion in na-
tional debt, House Republicans are
committed to finding a reasonable,
practical, and responsible solution to
raising the debt ceiling. Just like mil-
lions of Americans are forced to make
difficult financial decisions to make
ends meet, we must finally address out-
of-control government spending if we
want to put America on a better fiscal
path.

High
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Mr. Speaker, I heard from hundreds
of my constituents who are concerned
about America’s checkbook. On De-
cember 16, 2021, Congress voted to in-
crease the national borrowing limit to
$31.4 trillion, an increase of $2.5 trillion
more than the previous allowance. This
bill kicked the proverbial can down the
road until now when we are, once
again, faced with raising the Federal
debt ceiling even further.

In recent years, the Federal debt has
ballooned because of many of the Biden
administration’s policies, including the
student loan repayment pause and for-
giveness, Congressional Democrats’
multitrillion-dollar spending spree, and
rising interest rates stemming from
historic inflation.

The first step toward reducing the
debt is controlling the annual deficit.
To fully address the drivers of the na-
tional debt, Members of both parties
and the President will have to come to
an agreement in addressing unchecked
mandatory spending and reckless dis-
cretionary spending priorities.

Mr. Speaker, as part of my commit-
ment to America, I will continue to
work to rein in government waste,
fraud, and abuse, while limiting sky-
rocketing government program costs
and finding solutions on reducing our
national debt.

——————

RAISING AND EXTENDING THE
DEBT CEILING 78 TIMES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. CosTA) for 5 minutes.

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, since 1960,
Congress has raised and extended the
debt limit 78 times over a 63-year pe-
riod.

Let’s put this in perspective: 49 times
under Republican administrations, 29
times under Democratic Presidents.
Sixty-three years we have raised the
debt ceiling 78 times.

We are one of only two democratic
nations with a statutory debt ceiling
and the only one, because of the mag-
nificent extent of our country, the U.S.
dollar being the common currency of
the world that can threaten a global
economic crisis—think about that—by
playing around with the debt ceiling.

The debt ceiling has no impact on
government spending. Why? Because it
only commences to pay the bills that
we have already committed ourselves
to. Both Republicans and Democrats
have passed legislation that has cre-
ated debt, that requires us to pay So-
cial Security, that requires us to pay
other mandatory programs in which
there has been bipartisan support for.

Instead, this debt ceiling restricts
the Treasury, if, in fact, we do not lift
the debt ceiling, from paying those
bills. That is why for over 63 years, 78
times, the Congress has chosen to raise
the debt ceiling. Why? Because we
don’t want to put the liability of the
world’s economy, let alone the U.S.
economy, at risk.

We don’t want to be deadbeats, right?
I think most Americans feel they
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ought to pay their bills. My colleagues
on the other side want to hold the debt
ceiling hostage, leaving Social Secu-
rity recipients and veterans potentially
without their pensions or benefits.

Does that make any sense? If we de-
fault on our debt, over 6 million jobs
could be diminished. Seniors may not
get their benefits for a period of time.
Costs will skyrocket. Some economists
indicate we could put $12 trillion of
American savings at risk if it were ex-
tended in this gamesmanship, this at-
tempt to stare each other down, on
whether or not we lift the debt ceiling.

That makes no sense. That is risky
business. We ought to raise our debt
ceiling and pay our bills, and I think
there is common agreement that we
ought to get our debt under control.

As a Blue Dog, our focus and purpose
of being is in the area of fiscal respon-
sibility. As a matter of fact, the last
American President that balanced the
budget was President Bill Clinton.
That was a while ago.

I think that there is common bipar-
tisan agreement to focus on waste, on
fraud, and abuse. I mean, those are the
buzzwords, right? If we could only
focus on waste, fraud, and abuse. But
no one wants to highlight, well, how
will that impact Social Security? How
will that impact other mandatory
spending that we have all committed
to on a bipartisan basis?

The way to do this is for Republicans
and Democrats to come together, sepa-
rate from raising the debt ceiling, and
agree to focus on two things that cause
debt—expenditures and revenues.

If we can get an agreement on what
we think the Nation’s responsibility to
be on our priorities for expenditures
and the necessary revenues to pay for
them, then, only then, would we get
our deficit under control, which is
what, by the way, President Bill Clin-
ton was able to do a while ago on a bi-
partisan basis.

So let’s get real. Let’s not hold the
American people hostage, our econ-
omy, or the global economy as we play
fast and loose with this talk and notion
of whether or not to lift the debt ceil-
ing. We must lift the debt ceiling be-
cause it is the responsible thing to do.

I ask my colleagues on the other
side: Let’s come together, let’s work on
fiscal responsibility in a bipartisan
fashion because we should. It is obvi-
ously an important, critical issue as we
move forward. Let’s not play fast and
loose with whether or not we are going
to be deadbeats and whether or not we
are going to pay our bills. That is put-
ting the American economy at risk. It
is something we should not do.

————

HONORING MASTER SGT. JOSEPH
KAPACZIEWSKI

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. DAVIDSON) for 5 minutes.

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, today,
I am here with a very heavy heart to
honor Master Sergeant Joseph
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Kapacziewski, a member of the 3rd Bat-
talion, 75th Ranger Regiment.
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Army Rangers are some of the most
elite soldiers in the world, and Master
Sergeant Kapacziewski, mnicknamed
Kap, was no exception.

In April 2010, while serving in eastern
Afghanistan, his team of Army Rang-
ers was locked in combat with a group
of armed insurgents. When one of his
comrades was hit, Kap sprinted
through the fire to provide aid. With
the help of a fellow Ranger, they
dragged the wounded soldier to safety,
actions which earned Kap an Army
Commendation Medal with valor.

Kap’s actions would be remarkable
under any conditions, but considering
his experiences from a few years ear-
lier, they were inconceivable.

A native of Connecticut, Kap enlisted
in the United States Army following
his senior year of high school in Sep-
tember 2001, just days before the 9/11
attacks. In 2002, he was deployed to Af-
ghanistan, and the following year, he
parachuted into Iraq for the initial in-
vasion.

With only 2 days left in his fifth de-
ployment to Iraq in 2005, Kap’s convoy
was ambushed by heavy fire. A grenade
exploded inches away from Kap after
falling through the hatch of his vehi-
cle. Shrapnel ripped through his body,
shattering his right leg and severing an
artery in his right arm.

Severely wounded, Kap collected
himself, directed his vehicle to cover,
and alerted the rest of the convoy to
the attack. It wasn’t until then that he
allowed his wounds to be treated. Kap
was evacuated to Walter Reed Hospital,
and while his arm recovered, his leg did
not.

Despite numerous surgeries, his leg
was barely functional. Ultimately,
there was only one choice—to ampu-
tate it. With the pain gone, Kap was
fitted with a prosthetic, and he com-
pleted hundreds of hours of physical
therapy. He had one sole objective dur-
ing his difficult and lengthy recovery:
He wanted to return to combat with his
unit.

Everyone thought it would be impos-
sible for Kap to achieve that goal. No
one under his circumstances had ever
returned to combat, and they agreed
Kap had completed his service to our
Nation. Kap didn’t care. He completed
the 12-mile ruck march test,
parachuted with a combat load, and
not only regained his squad leader title
but was promoted to platoon sergeant.

Kap became the first Ranger in
United States Army history to return
to combat action with a prosthetic
limb. He was awarded the Bronze Star
with valor and a Purple Heart, among
numerous other decorations. Kap was
deployed to combat 11 times to fight
the global war on terrorism, five of
which were while he had a prosthetic
leg.

He wrote a book about it called
‘“‘Back in the Fight.”
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There is more to any of our soldiers
or warriors than what they do in uni-
form. I have had multiple friends reach
out to me who talked about the impact
that Kap had on them as a leader and
as a friend, whether it was riding mo-
torcycles together or just hanging out
after a tough day at work, in training,
or any other way. He never lost sight of
how he came to be where he was.

Unfortunately, Kap’s life ended far
too soon last week at the age of 40 due
to a significant enemy our veterans
face right here at home: suicide.

Our Nation has a moral obligation to
not only prepare and equip the service-
members we send into harm’s way but
to support and care for them when
their duty is done. Yet, we have dras-
tically failed countless numbers of our
veterans who have sacrificed every-
thing, including their lives, to protect
us.
President Lincoln’s promise to care
for the men and women who have
“‘borne the battle’”’ is one of the most
important functions of our govern-
ment, and we must do better.

Kap’s wife, Kimberly, and his sons,
Wyatt and Cody, as well as the rest of
his family and friends, are in my pray-
ers through this difficult time.

Kap will always be remembered by
many for his warrior spirit and his ex-
traordinary story of resiliency that
made him an inspiration and a military
legend.

Mr. Speaker, I am reminded of lyrics
to a song one of my friends, Darryl
Worley, sings called ‘“The 22.”

Let me share a few of the lyrics:

You can’t unsee what I saw

You can’t get back what I lost

I’ve lost a wife

Five brothers

My kids and the man I was

I thought that I left the front lines
But the fight for my life rages on
We’ve lost 21 soldiers in only a day
And that’s the unthinkable truth
So I'll lay down my gun

And I’ll soldier on, and I will not be 22
I’ll lay down my gun

I’ll soldier on, and I will not be 22.

At the end of his journey, the Apostle
Paul said: I fought the good fight; I
have kept the faith; and I have finished
the race.

I pray that everyone would live a full
and natural life, fight that battle, and
never surrender to it.

I thank you, Kap.

———

RESTORING AMERICANS’ TRUST IN
GOVERNMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROBERT GARCIA) for 5
minutes.

Mr. ROBERT GARCIA of California.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to urge my
colleagues to pass the TRUST Act to
ban individual stock trading by Mem-
bers of Congress and their spouses.

Now, Representatives are elected to
serve their communities back home,
and this bill builds trust and makes
important reforms. While the Amer-
ican people are working hard to keep
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their small businesses afloat and keep
food on the table, the last thing Mem-
bers of Congress should be doing is
trading stocks with any inside infor-
mation.

As we work to restore Americans’
trust in government, this is a common-
sense step in ensuring that Americans
throughout the country have no doubt
about the work that we were sent here
to do. This bill ensures more trans-
parency in our government and is an-
other step forward as we make our
Congress more accountable to the peo-
ple.

Mr. Speaker, I am honored that this
is my first cosponsored bill in the
House.

————

MONTHLY COMMITMENT
CHECKLIST

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. MANN) for 5 minutes.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to highlight a few of the ways that I
am Kkeeping my commitment to the
people of the Big First.

A few weeks ago, I released my com-
mitment to the Big First, which is a
legislative roadmap for the 118th Con-
gress that details my plans for an econ-
omy that is strong, a government that
is accountable, a future that is built on
freedom, and a nation that is safe.

Here are some of the ways I am work-
ing to get America back on track.

To create an economy that is strong,
I voted ‘‘yes’ on the Family and Small
Business Taxpayer Protection Act,
which the House just passed. Kansas
families and small businesses are al-
ready paying the price of President
Biden’s inflation tax. The last thing we
need is 87,000 more IRS agents and 1.2
million more audits.

I voted ‘‘yes” on the Family and
Small Business Taxpayer Protection
Act because it is a clear-cut way to
fight back against one of the most
egregious pieces of legislation from the
last Congress.

The $72 billion of taxpayer money
that Washington Democrats allocated
to the IRS last year would have
ballooned the agency to a size larger
than the Pentagon, State Department,
FBI, and Border Patrol combined. I am
committed to creating an economy
that is strong by stopping President
Biden’s audit army, and I am Kkeeping
my commitment.

To create a government that is ac-
countable, I voted ‘‘yes’” on the Stra-
tegic Production Response Act, which
the House also passed. President Biden
has been playing fast and loose with
one of our country’s most important
national security assets. His adminis-
tration’s energy policies have caused
prices to skyrocket at the pump, and
using the Strategic Petroleum Reserve
as a political tool to mask that failure
has led to severe U.S. energy insecurity
and depletion of our oil reserves, which
poses a threat to our national security.

I voted ‘“‘yes’” on the Strategic Pro-
duction Response Act, which is a step
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toward ending President Biden’s war
on fossil fuels, empowering domestic
energy producers, and resurrecting
American energy independence by pro-
tecting our SPR from an administra-
tion that clearly doesn’t understand
how important it is. I made a commit-
ment to hold the government account-
able, and I am keeping that commit-
ment.

To create a future that is built on
freedom, I voted ‘‘yes’” on the Born-
Alive Survivors Protection Act, which
the House passed. This vote was crystal
clear: If a child is born alive following
an abortion or an attempted abortion,
that newborn child deserves the same
standard of medical care that any new-
born deserves.

It is horrifying that we need to ad-
dress issues like this in a free country,
but Washington Democrats have advo-
cated for unthinkable, gruesome poli-
cies that constitute an all-out attack
on human life. I am proud to be a pro-
life Member of Congress, and I will al-
ways support policies that protect life.
I made a commitment to building a fu-
ture based on freedom by supporting
the God-given right to life held by un-
born American citizens, and I am keep-
ing my commitment.

To create a nation that is safe, I will
vote to denounce the horrors of social-
ism later this week. I hope that all of
my colleagues can get behind this. So-
cialism ideology runs counter to every-
thing we stand for in America because
it requires the concentration of power,
which results in totalitarianism. De-
mocracy, on the other hand, enshrines
individual liberty and gives people a
voice in who governs them. Socialism
creates famine, devastation, and blood-
shed. It tears families apart, creates
exile and mass theft, and flatly denies
individual rights as fundamental as
personal property.

You don’t have to look very far, Mr.
Speaker, into the history of socialism
to find these abuses and atrocities.
They happen every time a country
tries socialism on for size.

It seems that certain people in Amer-
ica would like to experiment with so-
cialism, but enough socialist experi-
ments have been conducted already,
and the verdict is clear: Socialism has
no place on American soil.

I made a commitment to ensuring
that America is a nation that is safe,
which means continuing to stand
strong as a world leader in democracy
and freedom. I am Kkeeping that com-
mitment.

When we reflect on our work, it helps
us to stay the course in the future, and
we still have a lot of work to do in the
118th Congress. We need to create a
balanced budget and strengthen the
supply chain. We need to lower taxes
and secure the southern border. We
need to fully fund a robust police and
military. We need a comprehensive re-
authorization of the farm bill with
strengthened crop insurance. We need a
maintained stepped-up basis tax provi-
sion and global food security legisla-
tion that stops wars before they start.
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I will be keeping all of these commit-
ments to the people of the Big First,
and I will continue to spend time
thinking, praying, and reflecting on
how best to serve the people in my dis-
trict. I did not come to Congress to be
a caretaker in the slow demise of
America. I am here to fight and work
to make America stronger. With all of
us working together, our brightest
days are yet to come.

——

RESTORING THE AMERICAN
DREAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Rhode Island (Mr. MAGAZINER) for 5
minutes.

Mr. MAGAZINER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to offer my first general remarks
on the floor of the United States House
of Representatives, and I would like to
start by thanking my predecessor, Jim
Langevin, for his 22 years of distin-
guished service representing the people
of Rhode Island’s Second District.

As the first quadriplegic ever elected
to Congress, Jim was no stranger to
life’s challenges. No matter what was
thrown Jim’s way, he always per-
severed.

For over two decades, Jim Langevin
made Rhode Islanders proud through
his leadership here in this body. He be-
came widely recognized as an expert on
national security and particularly cy-
bersecurity. He was a trailblazer for
the disability community and shep-
herded several key pieces of legislation
that have made our society more acces-
sible for all.

Most of all, Rhode Islanders always
knew that they could count on Jim to
listen to their problems and to advo-
cate for their families here in Wash-
ington, D.C.

I thank Jim for all his years of serv-
ice to Rhode Island.

I am so honored that Rhode Islanders
have chosen me to take up the mantle
of representing the Second District. I
am deeply grateful for this oppor-
tunity, and I feel a great sense of re-
sponsibility to deliver for the working
people who sent me here to fight on
their behalf.

I enter Congress as a proud descend-
ant of immigrants. My grandparents
came of age during the Depression.

On my mother’s side was Grandpa
Bob, the son of Irish immigrants who
grew up in Worcester, Massachusetts.
After serving in the Marines in World
War II, Bob took a job as a steelworker
at a company that made airplane parts.

On my father’s side was Grandpa
Louis, the son of Jewish immigrants
from Eastern Europe who was raised in
New York City and served in the U.S.
Army in Europe during World War II.
After he returned, Louis worked as a
bookkeeper in New York for a company
that canned tomatoes.

Neither of them worked in particu-
larly glamorous jobs, but with a lot of
hard work and a little help from the GI
Bill, these two children of immigrants
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were able to buy houses for their fami-
lies, put their kids through school, and
earn a ticket to the middle class.

That is the way it is supposed to be
in this country. If you work hard and
play by the rules, you ought to be able
to have a stable life, a comfortable re-
tirement, and provide opportunity to
your children.

We all know that has gotten harder.
That American Dream of economic mo-
bility has broken down for many fami-
lies, and it was never fully afforded to
others to begin with. There are a lot of
statistics to back this up, but the
Rhode Islanders I talk to don’t want to
see data. They feel it in their gut. They
know that they are working harder and
harder, but they feel that middle-class
lifestyle slipping further out of reach.

This has to change. As a Representa-
tive for Rhode Island’s Second District,
I am determined to restore the promise
of the American Dream so that every-
one who is willing to do the right thing
and work hard can get ahead.

That starts by going to bat for work-
ing people against the powerful inter-
ests and their well-funded lobbyists
who stand in the way of better wages,
better benefits, and good-paying jobs.
We must fight for the right to organize
because you cannot have a broad mid-
dle class without healthy labor unions.
We have to take on Big 0Oil and Big
Pharma, which are keeping record prof-
its for themselves while overcharging
Rhode Islanders at the gas pump and at
the pharmacy.

We have to invest in childcare and
universal preschool because no child’s
future should be limited by whether or
not their parents have a lot of money.

I will advocate for vocational train-
ing and apprenticeships so that we
have more people, like my Grandpa
Bob, who can make a living by making
things in this country.

I will partner with anyone on either
side of the aisle to bring back more
manufacturing jobs and transition to a
clean energy economy.

I will always fight to defend the free-
doms and democratic ideals that make
us the greatest nation on Earth.

This is my commitment to the people
of Rhode Island. There is no question
we have a lot of work ahead of us, but
together, I am confident that we can
deliver real change to Washington so
that all Rhode Islanders and all work-
ing Americans can have the oppor-
tunity to succeed.

——
O 1045
CONDEMNING SOCIALISM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. CLINE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to stand in support of the House con-
current resolution to denounce social-
ism in all its forms.

For decades, the embrace of socialist
ideas around the world has led to evil
regimes denying their people of their
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fundamental human rights and sub-
jecting them to imprisonment and
abuse.

Countless Cubans, Venezuelans, Rus-
sians, Chinese, Cambodians, and Kore-
ans have escaped from murderous re-
gimes to come live a better life in
America. They are all a true testament
to the promise of the American Dream
and the hope of prosperity.

These survivors are members of our
family, our friends, and our neighbors,
like Pablo Cuevas from Rockingham
County.

Born and raised in Cuba, Pablo
worked on his parents’ farm, which was
apparently dispossessed by the Marx-
ists. Pablo fled Cuba in 1958 during the
Cuban Revolution and resettled here in
America. He served on the Rockingham
County Board of Supervisors in my dis-
trict for 30 years and continues to be a
leader in our community.

Mr. Speaker, socialism has led to
painful human tragedies such as star-
vation, torture, and mass murder, tak-
ing more than 100 million lives around
the world.

As oppressive and violent regimes
still exist today, this resolution reaf-
firms our support for freedom, democ-
racy, and human rights. May we always
ensure that dangerous socialist, un-
American policies are never brought to
pass here in our great country.

WOODSTOCK FIRE DEPARTMENT CELEBRATING

200TH ANNIVERSARY

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
recognize the 200th anniversary of the
all-volunteer Woodstock Fire Depart-
ment.

Tracing its history back to 1823, the
department has served the Shenandoah
Valley as one of the oldest departments
in the Commonwealth and the Nation.

Today, the department has 40 active
volunteers who selflessly risk their
lives every day to ensure the safety of
their neighbors and the preservation of
the community.

The department is led by Captain
Zach Hottel, a third-generation volun-
teer himself, and truly represents the
spirit of service. Captain Hottel and
the volunteers’ dedication to serving
others, who are sometimes experi-
encing the unimaginable, defines what
it means to serve your neighbor. It is
an example we should all strive to fol-
low every day.

The Woodstock Fire Department is
commemorating its founding of Feb-
ruary 8, 1823, with a bicentennial birth-
day bash at the Woodstock fire station.

Congratulations again to the Wood-
stock Fire Department on this incred-
ible milestone. I wish them another 200
years of success in serving the people
of the Shenandoah Valley.

———
TOP ISSUES IMPACTING OREGON
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from

Oregon (Mrs. CHAVEZ-DEREMER) for 5

minutes.

Mrs. CHAVEZ-DEREMER. Mr. Speak-

er, I rise to discuss the top issues im-
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pacting Oregon and the Fifth District
that we have to address in the 118th
Congress.

We need to get our economy back on
track, secure the border, support safe
immigration, and reduce homelessness
and drug overdoses.

A report from the National Drug
Helpline ranked Oregon worst in the
Nation for drug problems. Oregon is
number one in drug use, but number 50
in drug treatment.

This crisis in Oregon starts at our
southern border and is exacerbated by
the lack of leadership, including the
lack of commonsense security meas-
ures that have allowed dangerous drugs
like fentanyl to enter our commu-
nities.

I frequently hear from moms and
families who are begging their leaders
to please pay attention to this fentanyl
crisis. The drug cartels have insisted
on taking our children from us.

We have also seen an increase in vio-
lent crime. Mr. Speaker, 2022 was the
deadliest year in Portland metro his-
tory with over 100 homicides. We are
already on track to break that record
this year, a record that we should
never want to break.

Rising crime rates have forced busi-
nesses to close their doors, further
weakening our economy. We have seen
businesses leave the metro area for
suburbia or leave the State altogether.

Tackling the drug crisis will, in turn,
begin to help Oregon’s homelessness
crisis. Oregon had at least 18,000 home-
less people living on the streets every
day in 2022.

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to work-
ing with my colleagues across the aisle
to address these issues in the 118th
Congress.

HONORING THE LIFE OF LOWELL MILES

Mrs. CHAVEZ-DEREMER. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to say the name of a gen-
tleman I heard passed from Happy Val-
ley, Oregon. He was a pillar of the com-
munity, and I want the families back
home to know that we will miss Lowell
Miles from Miles Fiberglass.

He was a pillar of the community,
not only in Happy Valley, Oregon,
where I reside, but in Clackamas Coun-
ty.
Mr. Speaker, the family has my sup-
port here in Washington, D.C., and I
look forward to coming home this
weekend and paying my respects.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 49
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

———
O 1200
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mrs. BICE) at noon.
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PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Margaret
Grun Kibben, offered the following
prayer:

Lord of our lives, may we approach
You this day with earnest and truthful
hearts. May we be eager to obey Your
laws, desirous for Your company
among us, and committed to remain
loyal in our service to You and to this
Nation.

Enable us to keep Your commands
ever before us, like lenses through
which we look to determine our steps;
like reminders written on our hands, so
that we cannot ignore them.

And when we walk these halls or
take our seats in meeting rooms or rise
to speak in these Chambers, may we
pause to realize that You are here in
our midst. Thus, may we not be hasty
in word or impulsive in thought, but
prudent in employing the opportunities
You have entrusted to us.

Always and with sincerity, may we
devote ourselves for Your intent for
our lives, not with lipservice, but as
ones totally beholden to You for all
that we have. Today and every day,
may we strive to do Your will with our
whole heart.

In Your sovereign and gracious name
we pray. Amen.

——
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House the approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1 of rule I, the
Journal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from New York (Mr. HIG-
GINS) come forward and lead the House
in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. HIGGINS led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 15 requests
for 1-minute speeches on each side of
the aisle.

————

OUR VETERANS DESERVE ACCESS
TO CARE

(Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia.
Madam Speaker, I rise today because
our veterans deserve access to care at
every corner of the country as they
have selflessly defended this country.

After Express Scripts, who manages
the TRICARE benefit on behalf of the
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DOD, instituted network changes that
cut out thousands of community phar-
macies last year, my office received
dozens of calls from veterans who are
unable to access their prescriptions.

Our local pharmacies have the drugs
these veterans need now, but unless
there are changes from the DOD that
provide access that is actually ade-
quate, our veterans cannot access the
medications they need from commu-
nity pharmacies.

While the DOD drags their feet, vet-
erans are being refused lifesaving medi-
cines and offered unacceptable alter-
natives to the care they used to be able
to receive.

Mr. Kimsey, a veteran from Warner
Robins, Georgia, is one of the many pa-
tients in my district who this new rule
affected. Mr. Kimsey is a cancer pa-
tient at Central Georgia Cancer Care
and is taking a chemo drug. He has
been on this medication for about a
year and was told that TRICARE would
no longer pay for the medication at the
local pharmacy. He called my office
after trying to fill his prescriptions and
only had five pills left of this critical
drug.

The new DOD-approved pharmacy
said they could mail the drug to him in
10 days, but he couldn’t wait 10 days.
This is just one example of why com-
munity pharmacists are so vital to pa-
tients, especially in rural areas.

—————

MASS SHOOTING IN BUFFALO,
NEW YORK

(Mr. HIGGINS of New York asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. HIGGINS of New York. Madam
Speaker, on May 14, 2022, a racist mass
shooting took place at a supermarket
in my home community of Buffalo,
New York.

Armed with an assault weapon, the
shooter killed 10 people and injured
three more in just 2 minutes and 3 sec-
onds; one shooter.

We continue to mourn, and we con-
tinue to struggle to move on. Sadly, we
are not the only community facing this

challenge. Horrific mass shootings
have taken place in Uvalde, Texas;
Highland Park, Illinois; Colorado

Springs; Raleigh, North Carolina; Mon-
terey Bay and Half Moon Bay, Cali-
fornia.

Last year we passed the bipartisan
Safe Communities Act. This was an im-
portant step, but more needs to be
done. As we mark National Gun Vio-
lence Survivors’ week, we must honor
those impacted by shootings by con-
tinuing to deliver legislation that will
save lives.

I am proud to support a Federal as-
sault weapons ban, and I urge my col-
leagues to do the same.

———————

HAPPY BIRTHDAY TO FRANKLIN
GUTIERREZ, JR.

(Mr. MOYLAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MOYLAN. I would like to take
this time to honor and wish Franklin
Gutierrez, Jr., a happy birthday.

Over the weekend, Frankie G., who is
one of Guam’s legendary musicians,
turned the big 5-0.

For decades, Mr. Gutierrez has not
only entertained many with his vocal
gifts, but he has also nurtured a future
generation of musicians in Guam. His
band, Rumblefish, is an island icon.
Frankie G. is more than just a musi-
cian. He is a proud husband, a father, a
grandfather, and a friend.

Frankie G. has also served his island
as an officer with the Guam Customs
and Quarantine Agency. He has proud-
ly protected our borders while putting
himself in harm’s way. From the Halls
of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, I wish Frankie G. a happy
50th birthday.

———
END HUNGER NOW

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. McCGOVERN. Madam Speaker,
my two sisters are public school teach-
ers. They taught me that school break-
fast and lunches are every bit as impor-
tant as a textbook or a laptop to that
child’s ability to learn.

During the pandemic, Congress wise-
ly provided 30 million Kkids free meals
at school, but last spring that provi-
sion expired.

Most schools had to go back to oner-
ous paperwork and millions of kids
stopped getting free meals. I urge
USDA to make it easier for States to
adopt universal school meals, including
by lowering the threshold for commu-
nity eligibility.

California, Maine, and soon Colorado
already made universal school meals
permanent. Three other States, includ-
ing Massachusetts, have extended uni-
versal meals through this school year.

Massachusetts is working to make
the program permanent with legisla-
tion recently introduced by State Rep.
Andy Vargas and State Senator Sal
DiDomenico.

Madam Speaker, we have a sacred re-
sponsibility to keep kids fed, and I am
hopeful that one day soon we can pass
a universal school meals bill here in
the United States Congress. Together,
we can end hunger now.

————
THE PANDEMIC IS OVER

(Mr. BEAN of Florida asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. BEAN of Florida. Madam Speak-
er, I have breaking news: The pandemic
has ended. It seems that everyone
knows the pandemic is over, except the
White House.

Despite the fact that the President
said in an interview last September on
60 Minutes’ the pandemic has ended,
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the public health emergency has been
extended again for the twelfth time.

Madam Speaker, it is past time to
end this blatant Federal overreach, and
that is exactly what we are going to
do. This week, House Republicans will
vote to repeal the public health emer-
gency, stop the forced vaccination of
our healthcare workers, and finally get
Federal workers back to their offices
to serve the American people.

It is time to restore individual lib-
erty to the American people so the
American people, not the Federal Gov-
ernment, can make the best decisions
for themselves and their families.

———

NATIONAL SALES TAX OF 30
PERCENT

(Ms. GARCIA of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, extreme MAGA Republicans have
an economic plan that will hurt work-
ing families. House Republicans are set
to advance a new 30 percent national
sales tax.

Let me repeat that: 30 percent na-
tional sales tax.

This will increase the average fam-
ily’s cost for groceries and everyday es-
sentials by about $100 every single
month.

On top of that, they want to cut So-
cial Security, cut Medicare. Working
families will lose their hard-earned
benefits.

They are putting their special inter-
ests over the working class. They are
putting special interests over people.

Rest assured, Madam Speaker, no
matter what extreme MAGA Repub-
licans do, House Democrats will con-
tinue to fight for working families. It
is the middle class that makes our
country strong. We will be there to put
them over politics. We will be there to
put people first.

——————

OUR NATION IS CURRENTLY $31
TRILLION IN DEBT

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAMALFA. Madam Speaker, our
Nation is currently $31 trillion in debt.
Unfunded liabilities, meaning debt we
can’t fund, are almost $124 trillion.

For the past 2 years, Democrat ma-
jorities have added $300 billion in new
extra Federal spending. This level of
spending is actually driving inflation.
It is fueling runaway inflation that is
driving up the price of everything from
gasoline—we have known about that
for a long time—to eggs, which seems
to be a more recent phenomena.

Why do we have to keep doing this?
We shouldn’t. America is the land of
plenty. America is the land of innova-
tion. We can produce anything we
want. We can innovate new and better
ways to do it in this country. We are
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being hampered by government, regula-
tions, lack of planning. Overspending
by government has taken away the ini-
tiative of people to be able to do things
on their own instead of being harmed
by government spending and regula-
tion.

We have to address Washington,
D.C.’s, reckless spending, which is driv-
ing inflation and a massive amount of
debt. If the interest rates keep going
up, we won’t even be able to service the
debt the way we should.

———

RECOGNITION OF NATIONAL
HERITAGE AREA

(Ms. PLASKETT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. PLASKETT. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today to highlight a major legisla-
tive win which was the designation of
the National Heritage Area Act for my
home of St. Croix in the Virgin Islands.

I thank Senator ANGUS KING for his
support, who introduced the Senate
companion bill, which was signed into
law by President Biden.

St. Croix, with its place of landing, is
the only place in the United States in
which Christopher Columbus actually
set his foot. It is home to native
Caribs, as well as Taino Indians, who
engaged and fought with Christopher
Columbus. It is the home of Alexander
Hamilton. We have a history of en-
slavement and struggle to maintain
our African ancestors’ culture on that
island.

Seven nations have owned the U.S.
Virgin Islands at one point or another,
adding to a rich blend of many cultures
and ideas; the epitome of Americanism,
how the innovation and continual
change in our country takes place.

St. Croix’s National Heritage Area
designation is the culmination of near-
ly 20 years of advocacy and work. We
look forward to what it brings to our
island.

———
0 1215
REDUCING THE NATIONAL DEBT

(Mr. McCORMICK asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. McCORMICK. Madam Speaker,
this week, Americans are hearing
about yet another battle over the debt
ceiling, a fiscal restraint that was sup-
posed to stop Congress from spending
too much.

Every couple of years, Congress basi-
cally gives itself a free pass and votes
to raise the debt ceiling, kicking the
can down the road. With a national
debt over $31 trillion, this is a game
our country cannot afford to keep play-
ing.

Today, President Biden is set to miss
his budget deadline as required by law
for the third consecutive year. I would
love to see us actually handle the budg-
et one item at a time rather than in a
typical omnibus.
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Vilification of debt control and pro-
tecting our future generations is not
where this discussion should start. We
are not going to get rid of this deficit
in 1 year, but we can get rid of some-
thing this year. Can we at least have a
small step toward reducing our na-
tional debt for the future of our chil-
dren?

Hardworking American families have
balanced budgets every month, every
year, and they deserve a government
that does the same.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.J. RES. 7, RELATING TO A
NATIONAL EMERGENCY DE-
CLARED BY THE PRESIDENT ON
MARCH 13, 2020; PROVIDING FOR
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 139,
STOPPING HOME OFFICE WORK’S
UNPRODUCTIVE PROBLEMS ACT
OF 2023; PROVIDING FOR CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 382, PANDEMIC
IS OVER ACT; AND PROVIDING
FOR CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 497,
FREEDOM FOR HEALTH CARE
WORKERS ACT

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, by
direction of the Committee on Rules, 1
call up House Resolution 75 and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 75

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider in the
House the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 7) relat-
ing to a national emergency declared by the
President on March 13, 2020. All points of
order against consideration of the joint reso-
lution are waived. The joint resolution shall
be considered as read. All points of order
against provisions in the joint resolution are
waived. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the joint resolution
and on any amendment thereto to final pas-
sage without intervening motion except: (1)
one hour of debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure or their respective des-
ignees; and (2) one motion to recommit.

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 139) to require Executive agencies
to submit to Congress a study of the impacts
of expanded telework and remote work by
agency employees during the COVID-19 pan-
demic and a plan for the agency’s future use
of telework and remote work, and for other
purposes. All points of order against consid-
eration of the bill are waived. The bill shall
be considered as read. All points of order
against provisions in the bill are waived. The
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the bill and on any amendment
thereto to final passage without intervening
motion except: (1) one hour of debate equally
divided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
Oversight and Accountability or their re-
spective designees; and (2) one motion to re-
commit.

SEcC. 3. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 382) to terminate the public health
emergency declared with respect to COVID-
19. All points of order against consideration
of the bill are waived. The bill shall be con-
sidered as read. All points of order against
provisions in the bill are waived. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered
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on the bill and on any amendment thereto to
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept: (1) one hour of debate equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Energy
and Commerce or their respective designees;
and (2) one motion to recommit.

SEC. 4. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 497) to eliminate the COVID-19 vac-
cine mandate on health care providers fur-
nishing items and services under certain
Federal health care programs. All points of
order against consideration of the bill are
waived. The bill shall be considered as read.
All points of order against provisions in the
bill are waived. The previous question shall
be considered as ordered on the bill and on
any amendment thereto to final passage
without intervening motion except: (1) one
hour of debate equally divided and controlled
by the chair and ranking minority member
of the Committee on Energy and Commerce
or their respective designees; and (2) one mo-
tion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas is recognized for 1
hour.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, for
the purpose of debate only, I yield the
customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN), pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Dur-
ing consideration of this resolution, all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, last
night the Rules Committee met and re-
ported a rule, House Resolution 75, pro-
viding for the consideration of four
measures: H.J. Res. 7, H.R. 139, H.R.
382, and H.R. 497.

The rule provides for consideration of
all four measures under closed rules,
with 1 hour of debate each equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and
ranking minority member of the com-
mittees of jurisdiction or their des-
ignees. The rule provides one motion to
recommit for each measure.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of this rule and in support of the
underlying bills.

Today, the Republican majority be-
gins the long process of reversing the
policy failures of President Biden and
the previous Democratic majority.

Madam Speaker, Republicans last
week demonstrated that Republicans
are committed to governing for the
American people. Toward that end,
Madam Speaker, House Republicans
have had one of the most productive
legislative weeks in recent memory.
Our new governing majority has dem-
onstrated that it is no longer a closed
shop, which was business as usual in a
Democratic House in the last Congress.

Instead of a lethargic Congress, Re-
publicans, in only 3 short weeks, have
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set a precedent that I hope subsequent
Members will emulate. The new Repub-
lican majority is eager to begin the im-
portant work that America has sent us
here to do.

Instead of legislating for the few at
the expense of the many, Republicans
are making good on our commitment
to America. We are dismantling the
COVID surveillance state. We are pro-
tecting the conscience rights of our
healthcare workers. We are demanding
that government employees show up to
do their jobs like the rest of America
has done. We are terminating and re-
scinding the interminable extensions of
President Bidens’s public health emer-
gency declaration.

Sometimes, Madam Speaker, I al-
most feel as if I have been trapped in a
Dickens novel. In this tale of two cit-
ies, it seems the Biden administration
is clearly of two minds on the COVID
pandemic, one being the best of times:
the administration’s policies to combat
the pandemic have been a resounding
success. But then, on the other hand,
we are still living through a crisis that
requires emergency measures that have
to be prolonged indefinitely.

The American people spoke in the
last election, Madam Speaker. Their
message was clear enough. Their mes-
sage by electing Republicans was
enough is enough.

Now, thanks to Chairman GRAVES
and H.J. Res. 7, the American people
can be assured that President Biden’s
national emergency will be rescinded.
Americans will finally have a govern-
ment that recognizes the reality across
our Nation, the very words spoken by
President Biden on ‘60 Minutes’ last
September: ‘“The pandemic is over.”’

Madam Speaker, nowhere is the con-
trast more evident between Repub-
licans and Democrats than what is in-
cluded in this rule today. The Repub-
lican majority is already hard at work
passing commonsense legislation that
will benefit our people, that will ben-
efit all Americans, not just a connected
few.

Madam Speaker, just like you, one of
the most vital services I provide to the
constituents of the people of the 26th
District of Texas is communicating
with Federal agencies on their behalf.
Through this communication, I am
able to ensure timely services like
passport services, Social Security ben-
efits, Medicare enrollment, veterans’
benefits, and many more. Over the past
few years, I have seen that these serv-
ices have been severely delayed or even
halted—completely in some cases—be-
cause what do you get? No one answers
the phone, or you get an out-of-office
response from a Federal agency.

I submit that is entirely unaccept-
able. In fact, last week, I introduced a
bill called the REACT Act, in a bipar-
tisan fashion, to require a timely re-
sponse from executive agencies after
inquiries from Members of Congress.
However, in order for the agencies to
fulfill their responsibilities, they first
have to get back to work.
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H.R. 139, the SHOW UP Act, would
end the unproductive telework policies
to ensure that these Federal agencies
are back at work for the American peo-
ple.

Madam Speaker, I strongly support
this bill, and I urge other Members to
support the underlying bill, as well as
the rule.

Madam Speaker, again this Sep-
tember, President Biden, in a candid
and unguarded moment, officially ad-
mitted that the pandemic is over, and
then for emphasis he repeated it. De-
spite this declaration, this administra-
tion just reauthorized the twelfth ex-
tension of the COVID-19 public health
emergency.

I think all of us who were here at the
time agreed that, in March 2020, the
country was very much in a public
health emergency. However, now the
landscape has changed, and now the
American people are transitioning
back to their normal routines.

Today, the Biden administration’s
lack of transparency has, yet again,
put our country in a very difficult posi-
tion. Throughout the last 3 years and
12 extensions of this public health
emergency, people have had ample
time to seriously discuss a plan to
avoid disruptions to patients and pro-
viders as we transition out of this pan-
demic.

This new House majority has been
pressing the administration to come up
with a plan to make permanent the
policies that work and unwind those
policies that don’t. While there were
several successful policies and innova-
tions that came out of the emergency
declaration, not just telehealth and
hospital at-home flexibilities, this ad-
ministration has repeatedly failed to
provide a plan.

The public health emergency cannot
serve as a permanent means for the
Biden administration to subvert Con-
gress to enact their radical agenda.

Madam Speaker, I support Congress-
man GUTHRIE’s efforts to officially end
this public health emergency, and I
look forward to transitioning back to
regular order.

Madam Speaker, our healthcare
workers across America are still sub-
ject to President Biden’s vaccine man-
date enforced by the Centers for Medi-
care and Medicaid Services. The
healthcare industry is already suf-
fering from a severe workforce short-
age that will have drastic effects on
our ability to take care of patients.

Republicans have been crystal clear
on the issue, Madam Speaker. We never
have and never will support Federal
vaccine mandates. The personal health
decision of whether to receive a vac-
cine should be left between a patient
and their doctor. The Federal Govern-
ment has no place in demanding what
an American must do for their personal
health and certainly as a condition of
employment.

For Texas specifically, one of our
hospitals lost over 150 workers due to
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the Federal vaccine mandate. This de-
cision has deepened the staffing short-
ages back home, especially in rural
areas, leaving all of us ill-equipped to
deal with day-to-day functions.

Madam Speaker, I will conclude by
saying that I stand in strong support of
this rule and the underlying bills that
they will allow to be debated.

Madam Speaker, I urge my fellow
Members to support the rule, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, let
me thank the gentleman from Texas,
now the new vice chair of the Rules
Committee, for yielding me the cus-
tomary 30 minutes.

Madam Speaker, I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, there is a lot to
take in from the opening remarks the
gentleman has provided. I want to say
one thing. He says that the Repub-
licans have a mandate. I think the
message of the last two elections was
that the overwhelming number of peo-
ple in this country said no to extre-
mism.

And mandate? Democrats picked up a
seat in the Senate. The red wave that
was Dpredicted by my Republican
friends turned into a pink splash.

The reason why was because people
were turned off by their extremism,
and this in spite of all kinds of gerry-
mandering, crazy redistricting plans,
and money like we have never seen in
an election before, and we have the
narrowest of narrow margins.

So if the gentleman thinks that there
is a mandate here to embrace extre-
mism, I beg to differ with that.

Madam Speaker, there is no denying
that the situation with COVID has im-
proved. Cases are down, deaths are
down, and most of us have returned to
the lifestyles we had before the pan-
demic. That is because of the incred-
ible steps we have taken to keep people
safe: vaccines, expanded healthcare,
telework flexibilities, and other pro-
grams and initiatives that ensure
Americans can lead healthy, full lives.

The rule before us today allows for
the consideration of four measures,
four reckless and regressive measures,
to turn back the clock on all that we
have gone through and learned over
these last 3 years, and all under closed
rules. Let me repeat that: all under
closed rules.
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H.J. Res. 7 would terminate, effective
immediately, the COVID national

emergency declared in 2020 by Presi-
dent Trump and renewed by President
Biden in 2021.

This immediate reversal offers no off-
ramps for relief programs and benefits,
threatening aid for nursing homes and
hospitals, additional support for the
VA, as well as help for small businesses
and more. It would end flexibilities to
ensure more food-insecure people have
access to SNAP, our Nation’s first line
of defense against hunger.

H.R. 382, the Pandemic is Over Act,
would similarly repeal Health and
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Human Services’ public health emer-
gency declarations. This would roll
back significant expansions to
healthcare access and services for mil-
lions across the country.

H.R. 139, the SHOW UP Act, would
force Federal agencies to return to
prepandemic telework policies, despite
the fact that the pandemic dem-
onstrated workers from many indus-
tries could complete their jobs re-

motely.
H.R. 497, the Freedom for Health
Care Workers Act, would remove

COVID vaccine requirements for Medi-
care and Medicaid healthcare workers.

Now, if you take a second to think
about these bills, not a single one
makes things easier, safer, or more ef-
fective. They are sound bites. That is
what my Republican friends are good
at, sound bites, not legislating. They
are good at making political state-
ments but not solving problems.

Eliminating vaccine mandates for
healthcare providers will not help
healthcare providers. Instead, it in-
creases their chances of getting sick,
increases their patients’ chances of
getting sick.

COVID vaccines are safe and effec-
tive. You wouldn’t know that if you
listened to some of the commentary in
the Rules Committee last night, but
they are. They have protected millions
of healthcare workers and their fami-
lies from infections, hospitalization,
and death.

Pulling the plug on the national and
public health emergency declarations
will throw Federal programs in our
healthcare system into chaos. No
longer will Americans be able to re-
ceive free COVID testing and treat-
ments. Hospitals that already struggle
to stock their shelves with proper PPE
will face an even greater uphill battle.

I am not saying that these declara-
tions should continue indefinitely. No-
body is saying that. President Biden
announced yesterday that he plans to
end the declarations on May 11. But we
need time to understand the impact
that ending the declarations will have
on our country.

The responsible thing to do is to pro-
vide an orderly off-ramp for these
agencies so that essential benefits
aren’t suddenly ripped away from those
who need them most.

Essentially, getting rid of telework
for Federal agencies when it has al-
lowed our Nation and government to
function through this historic pan-
demic is nonsense. Studies have shown
that telework has been largely bene-
ficial, resulting in increased produc-
tivity, reduced absences, reduced turn-
over, and reduced office costs. If cor-
porate America has chosen to harness
the net positive effects of teleworking,
government agencies should, too.

Madam Speaker, my Republican
friends who are screaming against tele-
working provisions, I point out, for the
RECORD, that Republicans voted by
proxy more than 14,500 times in the
last Congress.
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Let me repeat that. Republicans
voted by proxy—that means they were
operating remotely—more than 14,500
times in the last Congress.

It was kind of comical. Last night,
my friend from Texas in the Rules
Committee said that Republicans were
voting by proxy because they felt
Democrats pressured them, that Demo-
crats made them do that. Really? I
mean, I have heard a lot of crazy
things in my life, but I have never
heard that used as an excuse. Give me
a break.

I find it outrageous that some Mem-
bers are so worried about government
workers getting their work done from
home while they themselves took ad-
vantage of proxy voting over the last 3
years. Guess what? Proxy voting is
called telework, and my friends are
okay with telework for themselves, but
when it comes to Federal workers, no,
they are not okay. I guess for House
Republicans, it is do as I say, not as I
do.

We had the chair of the Oversight
Committee testify very passionately
against telework last night, and he
voted by proxy—get this—83 times.
You can’t make this stuff up.

We all know that COVID has moved
into a new phase, and thanks to the use
of safe, effective vaccines and other
prevention tools, we are moving for-
ward. We are learning to live with it,
but let’s not forget that over a million
of our fellow Americans have died from
it.

We should not ignore the fact that
COVID continues to spread and mu-
tate. It still poses a danger to people.

It is clear that House Republicans
just want to pretend that COVID isn’t
still a problem, that science doesn’t
exist, and that telework doesn’t have a
place in the 21st century.

At the end of the day, these measures
were introduced really out of spite. Our
colleagues across the aisle are looking
to undo everything we did, even if that
means getting rid of important, effec-
tive measures that help American
workers, families, and patients.

In closing, Madam Speaker, none of
these have gone through committee.
There were no hearings, not a single
hearing.

Again, there were lots of questions
raised about these bills in the Rules
Committee last night, including wheth-
er or not title 42 would be overturned.
The administration has one opinion,
and the Republicans have another opin-
ion. I don’t know what the truth is. A
hearing would have made a difference,
but they couldn’t even wait a couple of
days to do a hearing. They just wanted
to rush this to the floor to get a press
release out.

There were not only no markups, but
there were no amendments. We had
amendments submitted to the Rules
Committee last night not just by
Democrats but by Republicans. They
said: No. Closed. Can’t even have a de-
bate on the floor. Can’t have an up-or-
down vote.
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Fifteen out of the 16 measures that
this Congress has considered so far
have been totally closed. I am thinking
I need to call the Office of Attending
Physician and get a neck brace because
I have whiplash trying to reconcile
what my friends said they were going
to do and what they are actually doing.

I mean, the last time the Republicans
controlled Congress, they presided over
the most closed Congress in the history
of the United States of America. Let
me repeat that. The last time they
were in control, they presided over the
most closed Congress in the history of
our country, and they are on track to
try to beat their own record.

This is not what the Speaker prom-
ised. I didn’t see the secret memo that
Speaker MCCARTHY was circulating to
get votes. Maybe there was some stuff
in the secret memo that basically said
that, you know, say one thing and do
another.

The bottom line is this is not what
anyone was promised, and there is ab-
solutely no reason that we couldn’t
have waited a few days to do hearings
on this stuff so we could decide wheth-
er or not any of these measures were
the responsible thing to do or whether
or not there were some additions that
we could have made to these measures
to make them responsible.

We all want to move on, but we want
to do so responsibly. We all want to
move beyond the national emergency,
but we want to make sure that there
are not unintended consequences. This
is not serious legislating. This is polit-
ical posturing, and it is a lousy way to
begin the new Congress.

Madam Speaker, I urge a ‘“‘no” vote
on the rule and a ‘“‘no” vote on the un-
derlying legislation, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I disagree with everything the gen-
tleman just said, except his kind re-
marks on me being named vice chair of
the Rules Committee.

I do think it is somewhat ironic he
brings up redistricting. After all, it was
Democrats’ gerrymandering in the
State of New York that led to the court
throwing out their map. As a con-
sequence of the court map, we elected
more Republicans from New York than
anyone thought possible, which deliv-
ered the majority.

Madam Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. R0OY) to
speak on the rule.

Mr. ROY. Madam Speaker, I would
note that last week, for the first time
in 7 years, we were able to offer amend-
ments on the floor of this body with a
modified open rule, and for the first
time in 10 years, we were able to amend
a bill other than an appropriations
measure.

I believe the gentleman doth protest
too much. The bills we are talking
about here are one page each, and one
is six pages. We have had these bills
out there for 72 hours. They have been
publicly available.
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When the gentleman asks why we are
doing this so quickly, I will tell you
why. Because I am not going to look at
another nurse, another doctor, another
healthcare practitioner in my district
who is begging to go do his or her job,
to go care for the American people that
they want to take care of, and have to
look at them and say: You can’t do it
because the Federal Government is
telling you that you can’t, without any
basis in science, without any basis
rooted in any defense whatsoever.

Keep this in mind:

The OSHA mandate put forward by
this President: Struck down by
SCOTUS.

The Federal employee mandate: En-
joined by the Fifth Circuit.

Federal contractor mandate:
joined by Federal courts.

Head Start mandate:
Federal courts.

The CMS mandate remaining in ef-
fect is making it impossible for some of
the men and women who want to serve
their constituents and take care of
them to be able to do so.

Let’s just keep in mind what we are
operating under, something that dates
back to September 2021, keeping in
mind what Dr. Walensky, the CDC Di-
rector, said in August 2021: ‘“What they
can’t do anymore is prevent trans-
mission,” ‘‘they’’ being the vaccines.

The CDC’s own website right now
says that the vaccine does nothing for
transmission, zero. Yet, that was the
whole basis for the vaccine mandates,
the whole reason given. To have the
power of the Federal Government un-
constitutionally and wrongly stepping
into the purview of American people
wanting to carry out their livelihoods,
and you have to look them in the eye—
you being us, broadly—look them in
the eye and say: Sorry, you can’t do
your job. You can’t do your job because
some bureaucrats in Washington said
S0.
Now, the President of the United
States, lo and behold, says: Oh, the
groundhog has come out, and now, on
May 11, suddenly, we can go ahead and
end these emergencies. We can go
ahead and end the public health emer-
gencies, end the national emergencies
so that we can move on, on May 11, the
magic date that the groundhog has
doth spoken.

Right now, the American people are
dying for us to actually stop the mad-
ness out of this town interfering with
their lives, and the Republican Party,
the majority in the House, is now doing
that.

With all due respect to the ranking
member on the Rules Committee, this
rule is allowing for us to bring forward
four very simple measures. They don’t
need a whole lot of going back and
forth in debate and discussion. They
are four simple measures. We debated
them last night. They have been put
forward. They are one-page bills. The
American people understand what
those bills say, that these emergencies
need to end.

En-

Enjoined by
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Let me be clear: I am an equal oppor-
tunity basher of national emergencies
that have been in existence for too long
that shouldn’t be here. I introduced
legislation when President Trump was
President, saying that we should end 40
years of national emergencies, the AR-
TICLE ONE Act Senator MIKE LEE and
I introduced.

I invite my Democratic colleagues to
just jump across the aisle. Let’s work
together to end 40-year-old national
emergencies because we have no busi-
ness carrying out business under emer-
gency.

Why aren’t we praising and applaud-
ing the end of the emergencies? Why
aren’t we saying this is a great day in
America that we can move forward?

One last point on the efficacy of the
vaccines. There are enormous ques-
tions that have been raised about the
vaccines. There are Americans that are
around this country that are saying: I
don’t want to have something put into
my arm through the force of govern-
ment mandate.

Why are we stepping over that for a
vaccine that has been admitted by our
own CDC Director, by the CDC, by the
NIH, to do nothing to stop trans-
mission?

My colleagues on the other side of
the aisle do not want to address that.
They want to hide behind ‘‘the
science.” They want to say Congress
has no role to step over into the execu-
tive branch and say, wait a minute, on
behalf of the American people, enough.
But today, the Republican majority is
saying enough.

Madam Speaker, we should support
this rule.

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

There is a lot to unpack here, but let
me just tell the gentleman on the issue
of national emergencies—by the way, I
will add war powers—we did a hearing
in the Rules Committee on that in the
last Congress. I did it with now-Chair-
man COLE. We thought that it was ap-
propriate to do a hearing because we
wanted to avoid any unintended con-
sequences. So, we have done that.

It is now becoming very clear to me
how this Congress is going to operate
in the Rules Committee. The gen-
tleman just made it clear that every-
thing should go through regular order
except what he thinks is important. If
he thinks it is important, we can come
here with a closed rule.

O 1245

Then I am a little confused over the
gentleman’s pontificating on the fact
these are only one-page bills and,
therefore, they shouldn’t be amended. I
point out that the bill that they had
the modified open rule on was a three-
page bill, but is the number of pages of
the bill going to be determinative of
whether or not we have amendments or
not?

The bottom line is people had some
good ideas that they offered to the
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Rules Committee last night. Not only
that, but people also had a lot of ques-
tions. If you read the President’s
Statement of Administration Policy,
he raises issues about title 42 that we
seem to have a dispute on, but, boy, if
you did a hearing and you did a mark-
up, you might have been able to ad-
dress those things.

I'm not saying we are moving too
quickly. I am just saying we are not
moving responsibly. Once your com-
mittees are constituted, you can have a
hearing immediately. You can bring
this to the floor next Monday or Tues-
day if you want; but you chose to shut
the system down.

Notwithstanding all of your rhetoric,
not notwithstanding all of the pontifi-
cating on the need for more amend-
ments to be made in order, a more open
process, a more transparent process,
you are beginning this session with
closed rule after closed rule after
closed rule.

Last night, the Committee on Rules
reported out four more closed rules.
That is the choice you have made. We
have a sense of where you are going.
The last time you were in charge, you
presided over the most closed Congress
in the history of the United States
Government. I wouldn’t be surprised if
you beat your own record.

Madam Speaker, if we defeat the pre-
vious question, I will offer an amend-
ment to the rule to ensure that none of
the bills in this rule take effect unless
it is certified that they do not decrease
Social Security benefits.

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to insert the text of my
amendment into the RECORD along
with any extraneous material imme-
diately prior to the vote on the pre-
vious question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker,
Social Security is the bedrock of our
Nation’s social safety net. Since its in-
ception, it has lifted millions of our
seniors out of poverty. Protecting the
benefits it provides should be a priority
for this Congress.

As my Republican colleagues demand
reckless cuts in exchange for paying
our Nation’s bills, Democrats will con-
tinue taking action to protect Social
Security. This is not the first time So-
cial Security has been under attack by
my friends on the other side of the
aisle.

Don’t be fooled by their phraseology
that they are only interested in ‘‘pro-
tecting Social Security.” We know
that that is code for cutting benefits,
for raising the retirement age, for
throwing people off the benefit.

Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr.
LARSON) to discuss our proposal.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Massachusetts for yielding.

Madam Speaker, first and foremost,
today should be a day of celebration.
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Madam Speaker, 83 years ago today,
Ida Mae Fuller received the first Social
Security check. It is the Nation’s num-
ber one insurance program. It is the
Nation’s number one antipoverty pro-
gram for the elderly. It is also the Na-
tion’s number one program to help
children out of poverty, as well as the
number one disability program, espe-
cially for veterans and those who uti-
lize Social Security, even more so than
the VA.

Looking at this proposal today, I
commend the chairman for the Com-
mittee on Rules for having come up
and situated because of everything we
have heard from the other side. Imag-
ine, holding the American economy
hostage so you can make cuts to Social
Security and Medicare, the bedrock in-
surance policy for the Nation; some-
thing that impacts your brothers, your
sisters, your family members, people
you go to church with, people you work
with on a daily basis.

You have proposed both, in your
study group analysis a 21 percent
across-the-board cut to Social Secu-
rity. That is what has got our atten-
tion.

In the midst of all of this, and espe-
cially amidst this pandemic, this glob-
al pandemic where more than 1 million
people have perished here in the United
States, over 756,000 are over the age of
65.

There are 66 million Social Security
recipients. They are predominantly on
fixed incomes and impacted the most
by this pandemic and the most by in-
flation. So to call for 21 percent across-
the-board cuts and to hold hostage the
American economy is beyond the pale.

I hope all of our citizens are aware of
this. We are going to continue to make
everyone around the country aware of
what is going to happen and the at-
tempt to cut Social Security and Medi-
care.

That is what this is about, Madam
Speaker. That is why I rise on this
floor today.

Madam Speaker, there are 10,000 baby
boomers a day who become eligible for
Social Security. And Congress has done
nothing to enhance Social Security in
more than 51 years.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I
yield an additional 30 seconds to the
gentleman.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding.

I appreciate the passion on this other
side. I think this passion and engage-
ment has to be brought forward to the
Nation’s number one insurance pro-
gram. It is not an entitlement. It is an
earned benefit, and the citizens of this
country know it.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself 30 seconds for the purpose
of response.

First off, the Speaker has been very
clear that it is not negotiable. There
will be no cuts to the Social Security
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and Medicare. But more importantly,
the only person who is cutting Medi-
care right now is President Biden.

Ask any doctor in this country: Has
your pay been cut in the last 4 years?
And they will answer resoundingly in
the affirmative.

Madam Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
MASSIE), to speak on this rule, another
new member of the House Committee
on Rules.

Mr. MASSIE. Madam Speaker, I rise
in support of this resolution because it
would facilitate the passage of H.R. 497,
the Freedom for Health Care Workers
Act.

What does that bill do? It ends the
unscientific, illogical, immoral, uncon-
stitutional, unethical, vaccine man-
date on healthcare workers that is
predicated on lies.

What are some of those lies? Let’s
start with the first one.

The first lie: The vaccine prevents
spread. Who says that it doesn’t pre-
vent spread? Is this an internet con-
spiracy? Well, it is on the internet, but
it is the CDC director, Rochelle
Walensky, who said 1 year ago, ‘“What
the vaccines can’t do anymore is pre-
vent transmission.”’

Pfizer admitted they were not asked
by regulators to assess whether their
shots reduced transmission, nor did
their trials measure whether the shots
reduced transmission.

What is the second lie that this man-
date is predicated on?

The vaccines don’t cause any harm,
can’t cause any harm. They are safe.
They are completely safe. You have
nothing to worry about. No side ef-
fects. No adverse reactions.

Who disputes that? Is it an internet
conspiracy? It is the CDC website. Yes,
it is on the internet.

The CDC website acknowledges that
the vaccines can cause myocarditis,
pericarditis, blood clots, and even
death.

CDC and FDA recently announced
they had identified a preliminary vac-
cine safety signal for persons 65 and
older for the bivalent vaccine, that it
could increase their chance of stroke in
the 21 days following vaccination with
Pfizer’s new bivalent vaccine.

What is the third lie that this is
predicated on, this vaccine mandate for
healthcare workers?

That it is scientific. That it makes
sense.

How does it make sense? To require
somebody to have two shots targeted
at a variant of the virus that is no
longer circulating; to have two shots
that wear off after 8 months, two shots
that were taken 2 years ago.

The CDC acknowledges that those
vaccines that are mandated taken two
years ago have worn off by now. Why
would you mandate them?

What is the fourth lie that this vac-
cine mandate is predicated on?

It ignores natural immunity.

When the vaccines first came out, the
CDC said that the Pfizer trial showed
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that the vaccine was 92 percent effica-
cious for those who had already had
COVID.

Guess what? It showed no such thing.

I called the CDC. They admitted to
me it was wrong. They said they would
fix the website.

Here we are over 2 years later, they
haven’t fixed that lie on their website.
They know it is a lie. I have them on a
recording if anybody over there wants
to hear it.

Finally, who is liable for the damage
that this could cause? Nobody is liable.

We are living under medical mal-
practice martial law right now under
the PREP Act in the EUAs.

Madam Speaker, let me close with
this: This vaccine mandate affects
nurses; 85 percent of nurses are female.

Joe Biden’s COVID vaccine mandate
for healthcare workers have forced
many from the workplace. Many of
them quit nursing as a career, retired
early, or didn’t pursue it as a degree.

This is the epitome of hypocrisy. No-
body in this room was mandated to
take a vaccine, and we are voting on
whether we are going to force people
who want to take care of people,
whether they have to take the vaccine.

End the hypocrisy. None of us were
mandated. None of the staff in this
room were mandated to take this vac-
cine. End it now. Support this rule.

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, oh my God. There
are doctors who serve in Congress—
Democrats and Republicans. I hope
that they will stand up and correct the
misinformation. I mean, really.

The gentleman talks about herd im-
munity as if somehow that was some
panacea here.

Madam Speaker, I include in the
RECORD a letter from Harvard Medical
School titled, ‘“COVID-19 diagnosis
raises risks of heart attack, stroke.”

[From Harvard Health Publishing, Nov. 1,
2021]

COVID-19 DIAGNOSIS RAISES RISK OF HEART
ATTACK, STROKE

(By Julie Corliss)

In one of the largest studies of its kind to
date, researchers found strong evidence that
heart attack and stroke risk rises sharply in
the weeks following a COVID-19 diagnosis.
The findings were published Aug. 14, 2021, in
The Lancet.

The study included every person in Sweden
diagnosed with COVID-19 from Feb. 1, 2020,
to Sept. 14, 2020—a total of nearly 87,000 peo-
ple. Their median age was 48, and 57 percent
were women. Researchers compared them
with more than 348,000 Swedish people of
similar age and sex who did not have the
virus.

In the week after a COVID-19 diagnosis,
the risk of a first heart attack increased by
three to eight times. The risk of a first
stroke caused by a blood clot multiplied by
three to six times. In the following weeks,
both risks decreased steadily but stayed ele-
vated for at least a month.

Other bacterial and viral infections (such
as influenza) are known to temporarily boost
rates of heart attacks and strokes. But
COVID-19 infections appear to be especially
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risky, perhaps because they trigger an exag-
gerated inflammatory response that makes
blood clots more likely .

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, a
study found that in the week after a
COVID diagnosis, the risk of a first
heart attack increased by three to
eight times. The risk of a first stroke
caused by a blood clot multiplied by
three to six times. In the following
weeks, both risks decreased steadily
but stayed elevated for at least a
month.

Madam Speaker, I include in the
RECORD a USA Today piece titled,
“Fact check: COVID-19 vaccines pri-
marily designed to prevent serious ill-
ness, death.”

[From the USA TODAY, Jan. 21, 2022]

FACT CHECK: COVID-19 VACCINES PRIMARILY
DESIGNED TO PREVENT SERIOUS ILLNESS,
DEATH

(By Valerie Paviionis)

As the omicron variant surges across the
world and the United States logs case num-
bers near and over 1 million per day, the
virus is prompting scientists to develop new
treatments and government officials to fight
to curb the spread.

While the Biden administration continues
to urge Americans to get vaccinated, a Jan.
10 Facebook post claims that Dr. Rochelle
Walensky, director of the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention, said vaccines can’t
prevent COVID-19 transmission. Other sites
have shared the same claim, linking
Walensky’s words back to an interview with
CNN in August 2021.

‘“‘Our vaccines are working exceptionally
well,” Walensky said to CNN’s Wolf Blitzer
in the interview. ‘“They continue to work
well for delta, with regard to severe illness
and death—they prevent it. But what they
can’t do anymore is prevent transmission.”’

Though Walensky did say these words on
CNN, the original interview was aired in
early August, not recently. And while it’s
true vaccines can’t entirely halt trans-
mission, experts say they do reduce it—and
reduce the chances of hospitalization and
death—as USA TODAY previously reported.

USA TODAY reached out to the original
poster of the claim for comment.

Various websites have written about the
same claim, amassing thousands of inter-
actions on Facebook.

VACCINE EFFECTS DEPEND ON SEVERAL
FACTORS

In an email, Walensky spokesperson Kath-
leen Conley wrote that in August 2021—when
the interview originally ran—the delta vari-
ant was the dominant variant in the United
States.

Experts at that time said it was clear the
vaccines provided protection.

‘““Vaccines provide significant protection
from ‘getting it’—infection—and ‘spreading
it’—transmission—even against the delta
variant,” a professor of immunobiology and
molecular, cellular and developmental biol-
ogy at Yale University, told USA TODAY in
November.

However, Conley noted data did show vac-
cines were ‘‘less effective at preventing in-
fections and transmission with Delta than
with previous other variants.” Omicron has
proven even more difficult to contain.

While mRNA vaccines—produced by Pfizer
and Moderna—continue to offer some level of
protection against transmission of omicron,
other vaccines—such as Johnson & Johnson,
Sinopharm and AstraZeneca—offer ‘‘almost
no defense,” according to a Dec. 19, 2021, re-
port by the New York Times.
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Other factors beyond variant type, vac-
cination type and booster status can also in-
fluence whether or not a person contracts
COVID-19.

Dr. David Dowdy, associate professor of ep-
idemiology at Johns Hopkins Bloomberg
School of Public Health, said it’s difficult to
succinctly explain the vaccines’ nuanced ef-
fects on transmission.

A vaccine might protect you from a pass-
ing interaction with someone at a grocery
store, but it may not prevent infection from
someone you live with and share air with for
several hours a day.

“It gets very easy to misconstrue,” Dowdy
said. “‘If someone asks, do vaccines prevent
infection, and you have to give a yes or no
answer, then the answer is no, they’re not a
perfect blockade. But do the vaccines offer
some protection against infection? The an-
swer is yes.”’

VACCINES STILL PROTECT AGAINST SERIOUS

DISEASE

While vaccinations don’t offer perfect pro-
tection against the transmission of COVID-
19, experts still urge people to get vac-
cinated.

According to Conley, COVID-19 vaccina-
tion remains effective against hospitaliza-
tion and death caused by the virus. Getting
a booster, she added, further decreases these
risks, and the CDC continues to recommend
that Americans receive vaccines and boost-
ers.

Dr. Chris Beyrer, professor of public health
and human rights at the Johns Hopkins
Bloomberg School of Public Health, said
both the mRNA and J&J vaccines were never
designed to prevent infection entirely.

It’s ‘‘very hard’’, he said, to prevent infec-
tion via an injected vaccine when you’re
dealing with a virus that enters the body
through the nose and mouth. Instead, the
vaccine trials were designed to study reduc-
tion in serious illness, hospitalization and
death. All three vaccines were highly effec-
tive by this measure, Beyrer said.

‘““People who say, well, why would I take it
if it doesn’t prevent me from getting in-
fected?”’ Beyrer said. ‘“You have to remem-
ber that having a COVID-19 infection can be
everything from completely asymptomatic
. . . to a head-cold-like symptoms or full flu-
like symptoms, all the way to death. So
what the vaccines are doing is really dra-
matically increasing the likelihood that you
will have mild infection. And that’s incred-
ibly important.”’

A CDC study released Jan. 21 showed boost-
er shots of the Pfizer-BioNTech and Moderna
vaccines were 90% effective at preventing
hospitalizations from the omicron variant.

OUR RATING: MISSING CONTEXT

Because it can be misleading without addi-
tional information, we rate MISSING CON-
TEXT the claim that the CDC director says
vaccines can’t prevent transmission of
COVID-19. While vaccines do not offer 100%
protection against COVID-19 infection, they
can still partially defend against infection.
Vaccines remain effective at protecting from
COVID-19-caused serious illness, hospitaliza-
tion and death.

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I
would highlight one of the quotes that
I guess the gentleman was referring to.

“Though Walensky did say these
words on CNN, the original interview
was aired in early August, not re-
cently. And while it is true vaccines
cannot entirely halt transmission, ex-
perts say they do reduce it—and reduce
the chances of hospitalizations and
death.”

Madam Speaker, I include in the
RECORD a study by the Commonwealth
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Fund titled, “Two years of TU.S.
COVID-19 Vaccines Have Prevented
Millions of Hospitalizations and
Deaths.”
[The Commonwealth Fund, Dec. 13, 2022]
Two YEARS OF U.S. COVID-19 VACCINES HAVE
PREVENTED MILLIONS OF HOSPITALIZATIONS
AND DEATHS

(By Meagan C. Fitzpatrick, Seyed M.
Moghadas, Abhishek Pandy, and Alison P.
Galvani)

It has been two years since the first
COVID-19 vaccine was given to a patient in
the United States. Since then, the U.S. has
administered more than 655 million doses—80
percent of the population has received at
least one dose—with the cumulative effect of
preventing more than 18 million additional
hospitalizations and more than 3 million ad-
ditional deaths. The swift development of
the vaccine, emergency authorization to dis-
tribute widely, and rapid rollout have been
instrumental in curbing hospitalization and
death, while mitigating socioeconomic reper-
cussions of the pandemic.

As more transmissible and immune-evasive
variants have emerged over the past two
years, the U.S. has responded by deploying
additional doses and variant-specific boost-
ers. The Omicron variants caused the largest
wave of infections during the pandemic.
COVID-19 monovalent vaccines available at
the time were not as efficacious against the
variant as bivalent boosters introduced
later, but the wave would have been more
devastating in the absence of vaccination.

As we mark the second anniversary of the
U.S. COVID-19 vaccination campaign, under-
standing the impact of vaccines on reducing
disease burden is needed to inform future,
evidence-based actions. We therefore used a
computer model of disease transmission to
estimate hospitalizations and deaths averted
through the end of November 2022. The model
incorporates the age-stratified demo-
graphics, risk factors, and immunological
dynamics of infection and vaccination. We
simulated this model to compare the ob-
served pandemic trajectory to a counterfac-
tual scenario without a vaccination pro-
gram.

FINDINGS

From December 2020 through November
2022, we estimate that the COVID-19 vaccina-
tion program in the U.S. prevented more
than 18.5 million additional hospitalizations
and 3.2 million additional deaths. Without
vaccination, there would have been nearly
120 million more COVID-19 infections. The
vaccination program also saved the U.S. $1.15
trillion (Credible Interval: $1.10 trillion-$1.19
trillion) (data not shown) in medical costs
that would otherwise have been incurred.

DISCUSSION

Our findings highlight the substantial im-
pact of the U.S. vaccination program on re-
ducing infections, hospitalizations, and
deaths. Curbing hospitalization rates by re-
ducing both COVID-19 incidence and symp-
tom severity is particularly important
amidst the strain on the health care system
caused by unusually high levels of flu and
RSV (respiratory syncytial virus). COVID-19
vaccination has preserved hospital resources
for individuals who would otherwise have not
received timely care.

Vaccination also has prevented many mil-
lions of COVID infections. Although the
acute phase of these infections may not have
required medical attention, each infection
carries a risk of long COVID and debilitating
symptoms. Many of the prevented infections
would have been reinfections, which have
higher risk of death compared to initial in-
fections. In addition, as our previous anal-
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ysis demonstrated, vaccines have kept chil-
dren in school, highlighting the societal
value of the ongoing vaccination program.

The estimated infections, hospitalizations,
and deaths averted by vaccination are par-
ticularly striking when compared to the ac-
tual values observed during this time period.
Since December 12, 2020, 82 million infec-
tions, 4.8 million hospitalizations, and 798,000
deaths have been reported in the U.S. In
other words, without vaccination the U.S.
would have experienced 1.5 times more infec-
tions, 3.8 times more hospitalizations, and
4.1 times more deaths. These losses would
have been accompanied by more than $1 tril-
lion in additional medical costs that were
averted because of fewer infections, hos-
pitalizations, and deaths.

The impact of the vaccination program is
more remarkable given the challenges posed
by the multiple variants that have arisen.
The Omicron variants have been particularly
immune-evasive and drove the largest surge
in COVID-19 cases to date. However, the vac-
cines provided broader and more durable pro-
tection against severe clinical outcomes, in-
cluding hospitalization and death. The re-
ported ‘‘mild” nature of Omicron is in large
part because of vaccine protection.

A limitation of our study is that we mod-
eled only viral dynamics within the U.S.
However, vaccines developed by the U.S.
were also deployed around the world, chang-
ing the trajectory of the pandemic on a glob-
al scale. Without them, more variants could
have emerged or there could have been great-
er importation of COVID-19 cases. In this re-
gard, our study underestimates the true im-
pact of COVID-19 vaccine development on
U.S. outcomes.

The unprecedented pace at which vaccines
were developed and deployed has saved many
lives and allowed for safer easing of COVID-
19 restrictions and reopening of businesses,
schools, and other activities. This extraor-
dinary achievement has been possible only
through sustained funding and effective pol-
icymaking that ensured vaccines were avail-
able to all Americans. Moving forward, ac-
celerating uptake of the new booster will be
fundamental to averting future hospitaliza-
tions and deaths.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, we
have lost over 1 million of our fellow
citizens to COVID, over 1 million in the
United States alone; mothers, fathers,
siblings, friends, and children, as well.

But the development of safe vaccines
has meant that millions more lives
have been saved. There is no question
whether or not the vaccination is effec-
tive.

Madam Speaker, I would just high-
light one of the findings in The Com-
monwealth Fund report.

It says, “From December 2020
through November 2022, we estimate
that the COVID-19 vaccination pro-
gram in the United States prevented
more than 18.5 million additional hos-
pitalizations and 3.2 million additional
deaths. Without vaccination, there
would have been nearly 120 million
more COVID-19 infections. The vac-
cination program also saved the U.S.
$1.156 trillion in medical costs that
would otherwise have been incurred.”

Here we are, after having gone
through what we went through, after
knowing the benefits of these vaccina-
tions, and to hear what we are hearing
on the floor, it really is disappointing.

Madam Speaker, I would ask the doc-
tors in this Chamber, Democrats and
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Republicans, please stand up. Please
correct the RECORD. Please tell people
that vaccinations have been a good
thing and that people should get vac-
cinated. They could save their lives.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

O 1300

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
Arizona (Mr. GOSAR) to speak on the
rule.

Mr. GOSAR. Madam Speaker, I rise
in support of my own bill, H.J. Res. 7,
terminating the COVID national emer-
gency declaration.

It is the same bill text that I spon-
sored in the 117th Congress and the
same bill text that passed the Senate
twice last year, most recently in No-
vember with the bipartisan support of
all Republican Senators and 12 Demo-
cratic Senators.

Emergency powers were created to
give the executive branch flexibility to
respond to a range of crises facing the
United States, and the National Emer-
gencies Act was passed in 1974 to rein
in the Presidential emergency powers
that are activated when a formal emer-
gency is declared.

As I have said before, good process
builds good policies builds good poli-
tics. So, let’s look at the timeline. On
March 13, 2020, President Trump right-
fully declared a national emergency
concerning COVID-19. Mr. Biden has
since abused Presidential authorities
by repeatedly extending pandemic pow-
ers beyond their timeline and scope.

Section 202 of the National Emer-
gencies Act requires Congress to review
termination of all national emer-
gencies, stating that 6 months after
declaration, and every 6 months after
the emergency continues, Congress
must—must—meet to consider a reso-
lution of termination.

Sadly, rather than debate and vote
on terminating the emergency declara-
tion, the former Speaker changed the
rules of the entire House of Represent-
atives and handicapped Congress’ abil-
ity to perform its most basic constitu-
tional duty: check the powers of the
executive branch and the power of the
purse.

As a result, Mr. Biden continues to
extend the COVID national emergency
into perpetuity. Until now, there has
been zero oversight from the House,
even though Federal law requires con-
gressional review.

By now, and by any measure, the
COVID-19 pandemic in the United
States has ended, but Biden has dubi-
ously continued to extend his pandemic
power. Why? Under the continued
COVID national emergency extension,
more than 120 special statutory powers
only meant for times of actual emer-
gency continue to be available to Mr.
Biden, including the power to draft
Americans without consent, barricade
the United States Capitol, place the
Public Health Service under military
control, and, yes, even move money
around.
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Biden’s unwillingness to let go of the
temporary pandemic powers is tyr-
anny, and the former Speaker is
complicit.

Thankfully, with our new Republican
majority and restored House rules,
Members of Congress and millions of
Americans that they represent are fi-
nally able to weigh in on their con-
cerns with continued pandemic powers.

The COVID pandemic emergency in
the U.S. has ended, and most Ameri-
cans have returned to prepandemic
normalcy. Biden himself stated: ‘“The
pandemic is over.”

So, why does Biden continue to ex-
tend the COVID national emergency?
The answer is simple: To force Ameri-
cans to live under extreme measures
that deprive us of our freedoms.

It is sad to hear the other side talk
about all this lack of tyranny and not
following the rules. We were forbidden
to do our job.

The National Emergencies Act re-
quires, demands, that Congress, every 6
months, look at this national emer-
gency and decide whether to go up or
down. That is all it did.

In the 2 years since he has been
President, we have done neither. It is
high time that we answer that call and
do our job. At least the Senate has
done it twice.

I think we need to get back to get-
ting back the power of the purse and
holding this administration account-
able. Time is up. I ask that everybody
vote for these bills.

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I include in the RECORD a piece from
the New York Post titled: “GOP
unveils ‘Commitment to America’ plan
to halt Biden, inflation, and crime.”

[From the New York Post, Sept. 23, 2022]

GOP UNVEILS ‘COMMITMENT TO AMERICA’

PLAN To HALT BIDEN, INFLATION AND CRIME
(By Steve Nelson)

House Republicans pledged Friday to end
soaring inflation and reduce crime by serv-
ing as a check on President Biden if they re-
claim power—calling the party’s midterm
election platform a ‘“‘Commitment to Amer-
ica.”

House Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy
(R—-Calif.) announced the big-tent framework
inside an HVAC manufacturing plant outside
Pittsburgh, Pa.

‘“We want to roll [the plan] out to you, to
the entire country, to know exactly what we
will do if you would trust us and give us the
ability to take a new direction for this coun-
try,” McCarthy said.

The Kkickoff featured a business-casual
Q&A where dozens of GOP legislators took
turns fielding questions.

The Republicans vowed to rein in govern-
ment spending to lower the worst inflation
in 41 years—with consumer prices up 8.3 per-
cent over 12 months as of August.

Speakers also promised to address crime,
including record-high illegal immigration,
rising violent crime in cities and fentanyl
smuggling that’s accelerated overdose
deaths.

“The sad part is these Democratic policies
have already taken one month of your
wages. So now the struggle that you have is
you’re living through 12 months with only 11
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months’ pay now because inflation is so
high,” McCarthy said, blasting Biden’s $1.9
trillion American Rescue Plan spending bill.

House Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy
unveiled the Republican ‘‘Commitment to
America’” agenda at DMI Companies in
Monongahela, Pennsylvania.

“We’ve watched what’s happened to our
border—the millions of people who are just
walking across, people on the terrorist watch
list. Now we’'re watching it create every
community to be a border community,”
McCarthy said.

“Fentanyl is the number one Kkiller of
Americans between the ages of 18 and 45. The
poison starts in China and comes across our
border. Do you realize it’s killing 300 Ameri-
cans every day? It’s like an airliner crashing
each day.”

No. 3 House Republican Rep. Elise Stefanik
of New York said the GOP would be “making
sure that we stop the trillions and trillions
of reckless government spending that we
have seen under Democrat rule.”

House Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy
vowed to stop President Biden’s spending
policies if Republicans take the House this
fall.

“That will immediately help lower the cost
of goods as we seek to rein in inflation,” she
said at the event.

Rep. Patrick McHenry (R-NC) said, “We
have to have oversight of what’s happening
in the administration and go after the waste-
ful spending of the last administration and
return to normalcy—that $1 today means $1
tomorrow.”

Rep. Brad Wenstrup (R-Ohio) said Repub-
licans would declare fentanyl a weapon of
mass destruction. ‘“That’s what this is. It
fits the categories completely. And we’re
going to declare it as that and use every re-
source we possibly can,” he said.

Rep. Jim Jordan promised Republicans will
nix President Biden’s plan on hiring more
IRS agents over the next decade.

Rep. Guy Reschenthaler (R-Pa.) said that
unlike Democrats under House Speaker
Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.), ‘“‘we’re not going to
have this top-down leadership.”

“Kevin McCarthy is going to rely on all of
us to have bottom-up leadership that comes
from the districts,” he said. ‘“We got mem-
bers here from New York all the way to the
border with Tony Gonzales. We got people
that have different approaches—all the way
from David Joyce to Marjorie Taylor Greene.
But we’re all united behind Kevin McCar-
thy.”

Republican speakers vowed various over-
sight efforts focused on the Biden adminis-
tration and hearings on the origins of the
COVID-19 pandemic.

House Minority Whip Steve Scalise said
more hearings will be held on border secu-
rity.

House Minority Whip Steve Scalise (R-La.)
said, ‘“We were calling for hearings for over
a year on the origin of COVID. Shouldn’t we
know that? I mean, this is a basic question.
Millions of people across the globe died.”

Scalise said there would be many hearings
on border security too after more than 2 mil-
lion people illegally crossed the southwest
border in fiscal 2022.

“We will give [Homeland Security] Sec-
retary [Alejandro] Mayorkas a reserved
parking spot, he will be testifying so much
about this,”” Scalise said.

Rep. Marjorie Taylor Greene claimed she
will follow the Republicans’ new agenda.

Speakers did not specifically mention ex-
pected investigations of Biden’s links to his
son Hunter Biden and brother Jim Biden’s
multimillion-dollar influence-peddling busi-
nesses in China, Ukraine and other coun-
tries.

Rep. Jim Jordan (R-Ohio) said the Repub-
licans decided their first bill will seek to
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nullify an IRS crackdown recently author-
ized by Democrats to fund an environmental
and health care spending bill. He also men-
tioned oversight of allegedly biased Justice
Department actions.

‘“We’re gonna look into this weaponization
of the DOJ against the American people . . .
not to mention the border. But specifically
to the COVID issue . . . they told us so many
things that turned out not to be accurate,”
Jordan said.

“They told us this thing [COVID]
didn’t come from a lab. Sure it looks like it
did,” he added. ‘‘But they want us to believe,
‘No, no, no, it was a bat to a pangolin to Joe
Rogan.””

“We are committed to doing the investiga-
tions that need to be done,” Jordan said.

The ‘“‘Commitment to America’ organizes
various pledges under four broad categories:
the economy, safety, freedom and account-
ability. The outline is an attempt to harness
the historical success of former House
Speaker Newt Gingrich’s 1994 ‘‘Contract with
America,” which propelled GOP gains during
President Bill Clinton’s first term.

Mr. McCGOVERN. Madam Speaker,
Republicans promised that as soon as
they were in the majority, they would
immediately move to address inflation.
Well, we are a month into the 118th
Congress with zero action to lower
costs for families.

My question is, what happened? Why
have Republicans spent all of January
on messaging bills and trying to get
their house in order?

I know it was a tumultuous week to
try to elect a Speaker. We made his-
tory—4 days and 15 votes. Unprece-
dented.

Nonetheless, what happened to focus-
ing on issues that were first and fore-
most on people’s minds? Instead, we
had abortion bans, and now we are
dealing with this. I think we are deal-
ing with a bill on socialism later today.
I don’t know what the heck prompted
that.

In any event, I mean, really? Is that
what my Republican friends think the
American people want?

Again, I am going to just say that I
am urging my colleagues to vote ‘‘no”’
on the previous question so that we can
have a vote on my proposal, basically,
which says that Social Security bene-
fits must be protected, that there is
nothing in any of these bills or any
bills going forward that would in any
way negatively impact Social Security.
Protecting the benefits that Social Se-
curity provides should be a priority for
this Congress.

Quite frankly, none of us are com-
forted by any of the words that the
Speaker has said. We don’t know what
is in the secret memo. I don’t know
what was promised on Social Security.

When Republicans say things like
they want to protect the integrity of
the program, that is code for they want
to cut it. That is code for they want to
raise the retirement age. That is code
for all the things that our constituents,
not just Democrats, but Independents
and Republicans, fear might be coming
down the road.

They are trying to use Social Secu-
rity. They are trying to hold it hostage
as part of this effort to get some sort of
a deal on the debt ceiling.
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They are basically holding this econ-
omy hostage. The good faith and credit
of the United States, they are holding
it hostage, ready to just throw it into
the wind until they get these cuts in
programs that help people.

Again, before I yield back at this
point and let the gentleman continue
with any speakers he has, I would say
that the measures that we are dealing
with today are concerning to us be-
cause there is a right way to wind down
and a wrong way to wind down.

What we suggested last night in the
Rules Committee as the right way to
do this, and you can do it quickly, is to
do hearings and make sure there are no
unintended consequences, make sure
there aren’t vulnerable people who
could be adversely impacted by your
quick change of the rules. The major-
ity would have none of it.

So, again, this isn’t a serious effort.
This is about messaging, and it is real-
ly disappointing.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, may
I inquire how much time is remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas has 7% minutes re-
maining.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. MCCORMICK), a new Mem-
ber elected last November, to speak on
the rule.

Mr. McCORMICK. Well, sir, you
asked for a physician to stand. I am a
physician. I am an emergency medicine
physician who served during the entire
COVID pandemic from before the pan-
demic began.

I am sure I was exposed to it over a
thousand times with thousands of pa-
tients that I treated for COVID, some
of which I intubated.

We had healthcare workers who had
decades of experience exposed over and
over again before there even was a vac-
cination. People went home sick. They
had fevers.

It may surprise you that I was never
tested for COVID. Not in the entire ca-
reer that I have had as an emergency
physician have I ever been tested for
COVID.

I came to work time and time again,
putting my life on the line. I lost
friends. I watched people put their lives
on the line and come to work when ev-
erybody else got to call in or stay
home based on congressional mandates
or congressional exceptions because we
were essential, because we understand
our profession.

We understand how important it is to
public service, to save lives, to learn
and to continue to grow, to have the
debate over what would and would not
work for patients, and we evolved.

It wasn’t just one size fits all for
medicine. People are not treated the
same because people are different. Dif-
ferent exposures require different
treatments.

Once you have had the disease, you
develop an immunity. If you have im-
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munity, and you are exposed to a vac-
cination within a certain time, you can
have a hyperimmune response that can
be harmful.

This is not taken into account by
congressional people who do not under-
stand medicine, who have not been to
medical school, who have not had a
residency, who have not had decades of
experience either as a doctor, a nurse,
a mid-level, or some other healthcare
professional who understands
healthcare far more than anybody who
sits in these seats, who have never
treated one patient or read one book or
had one test concerning the outcome of
a patient. They have never held the
hand of a patient who is dying.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I
yield an additional 1 minute to the
gentleman from Georgia.

Mr. McCORMICK. So, I would chal-
lenge you, sir, to consider a healthcare
professional, when they get to deter-
mine their own fate as they continue
to put their lives on the line to serve
the very people that we are supposed to
be serving here in Congress.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I appreciate the gentleman’s re-
sponse, but I am not sure who he is re-
sponding to.

The question I asked was for physi-
cians to come down here and to make
it clear, contrary to what was said be-
fore, that these vaccines are not dan-
gerous, that people should get vac-
cinated, that it could save lives.

People are still dying of COVID, by
the way, and the idea that somehow we
should be discouraging people from
getting vaccinations by scaring them
doesn’t make a lot of sense to me. In
fact, I think it is irresponsible.

I appreciate the gentleman’s service
to his patients, and I hope that he un-
derstands now his service is to the
American people and that service in-
cludes getting out the truth and what
is accurate and what is not accurate
about these vaccinations.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I
have no further speakers, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker,
may I inquire how much time is re-
maining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts has 4%
minutes remaining.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself the balance of my time.

Madam Speaker, our side isn’t afraid
to embrace change. We know that liv-
ing in the 21st century means that we
can and should use technology to im-
prove Americans’ quality of life.

We know that vaccines save lives,
and we know that science is real. We
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know that ending these emergencies
immediately is irresponsible.

Most importantly, we know that we
are here to make progress, not to go
backward, which is what the four
measures this rule includes would do.

Again, let me say none of these bills
went through committee. They could
have, but none of them did.

Madam Speaker, 94 percent of the
rules this Congress has dealt with have
been completely closed. That is 15 out
of 16 measures with no hearings, no
amendments, no markups.

Is this what Speaker MCCARTHY
promised you in his secret memo, that
this is the way you will conduct busi-
ness?

On top of all that, we are deeply con-
cerned that a small minority on the
other side of the aisle representing the
most extreme elements of the Repub-
lican Conference is calling the shots.

We are worried about Social Secu-
rity, and we are worried about Medi-
care. That is why we are asking people
to vote ‘‘no” on the previous question,
because we want to be able to put in
place protections so that a fringe group
can’t mess around with Social Secu-
rity, can’t take away from people what
they have earned.

It is not an entitlement. It is what
people have earned in this country.

Madam Speaker, I urge a ‘‘no’”’ vote
on the previous question and a strong
“no” vote on this rule.

There is a right way to do this and a
wrong way to do this. The majority is
in control and in charge. Take the
time. Do the hearings. Ask the ques-
tions. Make sure there are no unin-
tended consequences.

This is about the health and well-
being of the American people. They de-
serve at least a hearing rather than a
messaging bill rushed to the floor.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself the balance of my time.

In preparing for this debate today on
the rule, I reflected on the iconic pho-
tograph of the sailor Kkissing his
girlfriend on the streets of New York
at the end of the Second World War.
Think about that for a moment.

My parents were married in 1946. My
wife’s parents were married in 1945.
The end of the Second World War, the
optimism of that couple on the streets
of New York, then gave rise to basi-
cally my generation, the baby boom
generation.

I was thinking back to about a year
ago when there was a video making the
rounds on the internet of an elemen-
tary school class where the teacher
said masks are no longer required and
the unbridled joy of those young stu-
dents as they ripped off their masks,
never to have to put them on again.

We are standing on the precipice of
just such a moment today, and this
truly is a historic moment. It is one
that the American people should look
back on and say this was the time. This
is the time for optimism and to, with-
out fear, embrace the future because
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we know the good things of which our
country is capable.
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Now, I do need to thank some of our
fellow Members; specifically, the chair-
woman of my committee, the Energy
and Commerce Committee, Chair-
woman RODGERS, Chairman SAM
GRAVES of the Transportation and In-
frastructure Committee, and Chairman
COMER of the Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform Committee for their hard
work in delivering for the American
people by bringing these bills to the
floor and helping ensure that commit-
ment to America and the future.

The Republican majority has again
demonstrated that our governing agen-
da will be devoted to improving the
lives of our Nation’s citizens. Our gov-
erning majority will continue to focus
on the issues that matter most to our
people: combating the rising energy
costs, sky-high inflation, rampant
crime, our porous southern border, and
the fentanyl crisis.

These are the issues that the Amer-
ican voters rightfully demand that
their Representatives address. The Re-
publican majority is committed to
solving the crises that the previous
Democratic majority has inflicted on
our Nation.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, | rise
in strong opposition to the rule providing for
consideration of H.R. 382—Pandemic is Over
Act, H.R. 497—Freedom for Health Care
Workers Act, H.R. 139—SHOW UP Act of
2023, and H.J. Res. 7—Relating to a national
emergency declared by the Presidenton March
13, 2020.

House Republicans have professed a com-
mitment to transparency and fairness that al-
lows all voices to be heard in the legislative
process.

Yet, by House Republicans choosing a
closed rule, have denied this body the right to
weigh in on the rules or these bills.

Republicans are attempting to push through
statements of principle that represent the en-
tirety of the House without any reasonable
consideration.

These bills have not been adequately con-
sidered in committee hearing by the com-
mittee of jurisdiction.

Amendments to these bills have not been
raised or debated.

Now, with this closed Rule, members are
unable to offer any amendments to each of
these bills.

The business of the House is of the utmost
importance to the American people.

Democrats remain committed to putting peo-
ple over politics.

During 2020 within my District, the COVID—-
19 pandemic was surging and | worked des-
perately to bring COVID-19 testing and then
vaccines to communities in need throughout
my district.

At the time many Republican leaders re-
fused to even acknowledge the reality of the
pandemic.

Now the Republicans are furthering their
narrative and lack of action on COVID-19 by
attempting to normalize and even deny the
horrors of the pandemic.

We should never forget the lives lost and all
that we have learned for the pandemic.
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In Harris County, over 11 thousand people
have died of COVID-19 since 2020. Every
one of those lives was important and we must
work together to save every life possible.

Vaccines have saved lives and continue to
save lives.

The issue of the pandemics’ ongoing nature
is a complex one that will need to consider po-
tential seasonal surges and the need for an-
nual vaccines.

The Republicans today barely secured a
majority in the House and only chose a
Speaker from their party after 14 votes. They
cannot claim to have any mandate from the
public.

We must continue to keep COVID-19 front
of mind and create a plan of shifting to living
with COVID-19 rather than these brash polit-
ical statements.

I, for one, care about the safety of
healthcare works, the safety of my constitu-
ents, and the safety of workers.

The fact is that we must continue to identify
the best way out of the COVID-19 pandemic
with careful consideration of the science, and
strategic plans that consider the uniqueness of
each of the communities that we represent.

The rule before us makes bold unsubstan-
tiated claims that threaten the safety of our
healthcare workers, teleworkers, and the con-
stituents in each of our districts.

There is a better way forward.

We must have more discussion and debate.

| cannot in good conscious support this rule.

The material previously referred to
by MCGOVERN is as follows:

AMENDMENT TO HOUSE RESOLUTION 75

Strike all after the resolving clause and in-
sert the following:

That upon adoption of this resolution, it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
joint resolution (H.J. Res. 7) relating to a na-
tional emergency declared by the President
on March 13, 2020. All points of order against
consideration of the joint resolution are
waived. The amendment printed in section 5
of this resolution shall be considered as
adopted. The joint resolution, as amended,
shall be considered as read. All points of
order against provisions in the joint resolu-
tion, as amended, are waived. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the joint resolution, as amended, and on any
further amendment thereto, to final passage
without intervening motion except: (1) one
hour of debate equally divided and controlled
by the chair and ranking minority member
of the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure or their respective designees;
and (2) one motion to recommit.

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution, it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 139) to require Executive agencies
to submit to Congress a study of the impacts
of expanded telework and remote work by
agency employees during the COVID-19 pan-
demic and a plan for the agency’s future use
of telework and remote work, and for other
purposes. All points of order against consid-
eration of the bill are waived. The amend-
ment printed in section 5 of this resolution
shall be considered as adopted. The bill, as
amended, shall be considered as read. All
points of order against provisions in the bill,
as amended, are waived. The previous ques-
tion shall be considered as ordered on the
bill, as amended, and on any further amend-
ment thereto, to final passage without inter-
vening motion except: (1) one hour of debate
equally divided and controlled by the chair
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Accountability or
their respective designees; and (2) one mo-
tion to recommit.
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SEC. 3. Upon adoption of this resolution, it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 382) to terminate the public health
emergency declared with respect to COVID-
19. All points of order against consideration
of the bill are waived. The amendment print-
ed in section 5 of this resolution shall be con-
sidered as adopted. The bill, as amended,
shall be considered as read. All points of
order against provisions in the bill, as
amended, are waived. The previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the bill, as
amended, and on any further amendment
thereto, to final passage without intervening
motion except: (1) one hour of debate equally
divided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
Energy and Commerce or their respective
designees; and (2) one motion to recommit.

SEC. 4. Upon adoption of this resolution, it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 497) to eliminate the COVID-19 vac-
cine mandate on health care providers fur-
nishing items and services under certain
Federal health care programs. All points of
order against consideration of the bill are
waived. The amendment printed in section 5
of this resolution shall be considered as
adopted. The bill, as amended, shall be con-
sidered as read. All points of order against
provisions in the bill, as amended, are
waived. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill, as amended,
and on any further amendment thereto, to
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept: (1) one hour of debate equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Energy
and Commerce or their respective designees;
and (2) one motion to recommit.

SEC. 5. The amendment referred to in each
of the other sections of this resolution is as
follows:

““At the end, add the following:

“This Act shall not be effective unless and
until the date on which the Director of the
Congressional Budget Office certifies that
this Act will not result in a decrease to So-
cial Security benefits.”.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time, and
I move the previous question on the
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question are post-
poned.

——
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess for a pe-
riod of less than 15 minutes.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 17 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

———
0O 1330
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House

was called to order by the Speaker pro

tempore (Mrs. BICE) at 1 o’clock and 30
minutes p.m.



H530

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pro-
ceedings will resume on questions pre-
viously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

Ordering the previous question on
House Resolution 75; and

Adoption of the resolution,
dered.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Pursuant
to clause 9 of rule XX, remaining elec-
tronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

if or-

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.J. RES. 7, RELATING TO A
NATIONAL EMERGENCY DE-
CLARED BY THE PRESIDENT ON
MARCH 13, 2020; H.R. 139, STOP-
PING HOME OFFICE WORK’S UN-
PRODUCTIVE PROBLEMS ACT OF
2023; H.R. 382, PANDEMIC IS OVER
ACT; AND H.R. 497, FREEDOM FOR
HEALTH CARE WORKERS ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on ordering
the previous question on the resolution
(H. Res. 75) providing for consideration
of the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 7) re-
lating to a national emergency de-
clared by the President on March 13,
2020; providing for consideration of the
bill (H.R. 139) to require Executive
agencies to submit to Congress a study
of the impacts of expanded telework
and remote work by agency employees
during the COVID-19 pandemic and a
plan for the agency‘ future use of
telework and remote work, and for
other purposes; providing for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 382) to terminate
the public health emergency declared
with respect to COVID-19; and pro-
viding for consideration of the bill
(H.R. 497) to eliminate the COVID-19
vaccine mandate on health care pro-
viders furnishing items and services
under certain Federal health care pro-
grams, on which the yeas and nays
were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 218, nays
209, not voting 6, as follows:

[Roll No. 95]

YEAS—218
Aderholt Bice Cammack
Alford Biggs Carey
Allen Bilirakis Carl
Amodei Bishop (NC) Carter (GA)
Armstrong Boebert Carter (TX)
Arrington Bost Chavez-DeRemer
Babin Brecheen Ciscomani
Baird Buchanan Cline
Balderson Buck Cloud
Banks Bucshon Clyde
Barr Burchett Cole
Bean (FL) Burgess Collins
Bentz Burlison Comer
Bergman Calvert Crane

Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis
D’Esposito
Davidson
De La Cruz
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donalds
Duarte
Duncan
Dunn (FL)
Edwards
Ellzey
Emmer
Estes
Ezell
Fallon
Feenstra
Ferguson
Finstad
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flood
Foxx
Franklin, C.
Scott
Fry
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garbarino
Garcia, Mike
Gimenez
Gonzales, Tony
Good (VA)
Gooden (TX)
Gosar
Granger
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Greene (GA)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hageman
Harris
Harshbarger
Hern
Higgins (LA)
Hill
Hinson
Houchin
Hudson
Huizenga

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Bowman
Boyle (PA)
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Bush
Caraveo
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson
Carter (LA)
Cartwright
Casar
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn

Hunt

Issa

Jackson (TX)
James
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kean (NJ)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kiggans (VA)
Kiley

Kim (CA)
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Langworthy
Latta
LaTurner
Lawler

Lee (FL)
Lesko
Letlow
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luna
Luttrell
Mace
Malliotakis
Mann

Massie

Mast

McCaul
McClain
McClintock
McCormick
McHenry
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (OH)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills
Molinaro
Moolenaar
Mooney
Moore (AL)
Moore (UT)
Moran
Murphy
Nehls
Newhouse
Norman

NAYS—209

Cohen
Connolly
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Cuellar
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Davis (NC)
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dingell
Doggett
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Frost
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Garcia, Robert
Golden (ME)
Gomez
Gonzalez,
Vicente

Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ogles

Owens
Palmer
Perry
Pfluger
Posey
Reschenthaler
Rodgers (WA)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rosendale
Rouzer

Roy
Rutherford
Salazar
Santos
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Self

Sessions
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spartz
Stauber
Steel
Stefanik
Steil

Stewart
Strong
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner
Valadao

Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Orden
Wagner
Walberg
Waltz

Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams (NY)
Williams (TX)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yakym
Zinke

Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes

Higgins (NY)
Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer

Hoyle (OR)
Huffman

Ivey

Jackson (IL)
Jackson (NC)
Jackson Lee
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur
Keating

Kelly (IL)
Khanna
Kildee

Kilmer

Kim (NJ)
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Levin

Lieu
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Lofgren
Lynch
Magaziner
Manning
Matsui
McBath
McCollum
McGarvey
McGovern
Meeks
Meng
Mfume
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Moskowitz
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Nickel
Norcross
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Peltola

Bacon

Goldman (NY)

Mr.
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Perez
Peters
Pettersen
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Raskin
Ross

Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Sorensen
Soto

NOT VOTING—6

Gottheimer
Menendez
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Spanberger
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Swalwell
Sykes
Takano
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Wexton
Wwild
Williams (GA)
Wilson (FL)

Pence
Steube

LARSEN of Washington, Ms.

LOFGREN, Mr. NORCROSS, Ms. SE-
WELL, Messrs. DOGGETT, and CAS-
TRO of Texas changed their vote from
uyeaw to una,y.aa

Messrs.

GROTHMAN, McHENRY,

COMER,

LUCAS,
and Mrs.

CAMMACK changed their vote from
éénay77 to kaea.>5
So the previous question was ordered.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

The

question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I
demand a recorded vote.
A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 216, noes 208,
not voting 9, as follows:

Aderholt
Alford
Allen
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks
Barr

Bean (FL)
Bentz
Bergman
Bice
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (NC)
Boebert
Bost
Brecheen
Buchanan

[Roll No. 96]
AYES—216

Buck
Bucshon
Burchett
Burgess
Burlison
Calvert
Cammack
Carey

Carl

Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chavez-DeRemer
Ciscomani
Cline

Cloud

Clyde

Cole
Collins
Comer
Crane
Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis

This

Davidson
De La Cruz
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donalds
Duarte
Duncan
Dunn (FL)
Edwards
Ellzey
Emmer
Estes

Ezell
Fallon
Feenstra
Ferguson
Finstad
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flood
Foxx
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Franklin, C.
Scott
Fry
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garbarino
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Ms. WATERS changed her vote from
‘“‘aye’ to ‘“‘no.”

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. MENENDEZ. Madam Speaker, due to
President Biden’s invite to attend an event re-
lated to the Hudson Tunnel Project, | was un-
able to vote. Had | been present, | would have
voted “nay” on rollcall No. 95 and “nay” on
rollcall No. 96.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. GOTTHEIMER. Madam Speaker, |
missed the following votes due to travel with
the President related to the Gateway Train
Tunnel project. Had | been present, | would
have voted “nay” on rollcall No. 95 and “nay”
on rollcall No. 96.

————
PANDEMIC IS OVER ACT

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to House Resolution 75, I call up
the bill (H.R. 382) to terminate the pub-
lic health emergency declared with re-
spect to COVID-19, and ask for its im-
mediate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATURNER). Pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 75, the bill is considered read.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 382

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Pandemic is
Over Act”.

SEC. 2. TERMINATION OF COVID-19 PUBLIC
HEALTH EMERGENCY.

The public health emergency declared by
the Secretary pursuant to section 319 of the
Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247d) on
January 31, 2020, entitled ‘‘Determination
that a Public Health Emergency Exists Na-
tionwide as the Result of the 2019 Novel
Coronavirus” (and any renewal thereof) shall
terminate on the date of the enactment of
this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill
shall be debatable for 1 hour equally di-
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vided and controlled by the chair and
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce or
their respective designees.

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
GUTHRIE) and the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) each will control
30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kentucky (Mr. GUTHRIE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks on the legis-
lation and to insert extraneous mate-
rial on H.R. 382.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky?

There was no objection.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, today, I rise to push for
immediate and overwhelming passage
of my legislation, H.R. 382, the Pan-
demic is Over Act.

President Biden and I both agree that
the COVID-19 pandemic is over. In fact,
on the eve of the Pandemic is Over Act
going on the House floor, President
Biden finally announced that he is
going to end the COVID-19 emergency
declarations. I am glad that my bill fi-
nally forced the Biden administration
to act.

However, President Biden has taken
too long to act on his statement last
September that the pandemic is over,
which is why I am moving forward with
my bill to end the COVID-19 public
health emergency and finally restore
checks and balances between Congress
and the executive branch.

There was a time and place for the
COVID-19 public health emergency. On
this day 3 years ago, then-Department
of Health and Human Services Sec-
retary Azar first invoked the COVID-19
public health emergency.

The COVID-19 public health emer-
gency was used at the beginning of the
pandemic to establish Operation Warp
Speed and provide for CMS waivers
that led to millions of seniors receiving
critical healthcare services through
mediums such as telehealth and remov-
ing various forms of red tape getting in
the way of healthcare providers’ ability
to care for their patients.

Now, exactly 3 years later to the day
of the original disaster public health
emergency declaration, we are in a
much Dbetter position to address
COVID-19. We have proven thera-
peutics in addition to 95 percent of the
population either being previously in-
fected with COVID-19 or vaccinated. A
senior administration official even
stated, ‘““We are in a pretty good place
in the pandemic. Cases are down
dramatically from where they were the
past two winters,” according to Polit-
ico reporting.

It is long overdue for President Biden
to unwind the public health emer-
gency. Despite overwhelming evidence
that COVID-19 is now endemic and that
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the pandemic is over, Secretary
Becerra just renewed the public health
emergency for a twelfth time.

The Pandemic is Over Act sends a
loud and clear message to President
Biden: The American people are tired
of living in a perpetual state of emer-
gency, and it is long overdue for Con-
gress to take back the authorities
granted under Article I of the Constitu-
tion.

The Pandemic is Over Act would im-
mediately terminate the COVID-19
public health emergency. Nothing in
my bill ends title 42, despite the admin-
istration stating that it will. Let me
repeat: Nothing in this bill ends title
42.

The Biden administration alone con-
trols title 42. That statute was written
in 1944 before the authority of the pub-
lic health emergency even existed. If
the Biden administration chooses to
end title 42 when the public health
emergency ends without working with
us to secure the border, then that is
just another one of his failures to add
to the list.

To be clear, we support the ability to
declare a public health emergency to
address clear and serious public health
threats. Maintaining these regulatory
flexibilities during a public health
emergency is crucial, but these au-
thorities should only be used for lim-
ited periods of time based upon the par-
ticular circumstances and prevalence
or immediacy of the public health
threat.

Now, it is time to rescind the Presi-
dent’s emergency powers, and Congress
can address the present and future
needs that may arise with COVID-19.

Since President Biden took office, we
have seen the pandemic used to justify
countless executive overreaches. The
President has used the pandemic for
one-size-fits-all vaccine mandates for
healthcare workers, mask mandates,
and eviction moratoriums.

While ending the COVID-19 public
health emergency will not relinquish
all the President’s power that has been
used to make those decisions, it does
make it more difficult to justify by-
passing Congress to enact his policies.

Finally, I want to address the argu-
ments about our unwinding the public
health emergency too quickly. Demo-
crats had unified control and could
have extended, or the administration
could have undertaken rulemaking to
unwind, the COVID-19 public health
emergency.

Congress is already working. We need
to work together on extending a num-
ber of provisions tied to the COVID-19
public health emergency.

Where are their bills that would ex-
tend or unwind these things? Where
was the hearing on this last Congress if
this was such an issue?

Mr. Speaker, the pandemic is over. I
urge my colleagues to support H.R. 382,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to H.R. 382, which would abruptly
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and irresponsibly end the COVID-19
public health emergency virtually
overnight. It would require this action
immediately without providing pa-
tients, hospitals, providers, and States
sufficient notice to safely unwind nu-
merous authorities, programs, and
flexibilities that have been essential to
protecting Americans throughout the
pandemic.

Last night, the Biden administration
announced that the COVID-19 public
health emergency is planned to be
ended on May 11, 2023. This timeline
provides healthcare providers and pa-
tients with the certainty and predict-
ability needed to responsibly wind
down the COVID-19 response programs.

As a result of these successful pro-
grams, as well as the historic invest-
ments made by Congress, millions of
Americans have received free vaccines
and tests, safe access to their doctors
through telehealth appointments, and
continuous healthcare coverage
through programs such as Medicaid
and CHIP.
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Unfortunately, Republicans are need-
lessly rushing forward today with a
reckless plan that would jeopardize the
health of millions of Americans by im-
mediately ceasing these important re-
sponse programs without advanced
preparations.

Mr. Speaker, a pandemic of this mag-
nitude cannot be unwound overnight.
We cannot flip a switch and make
COVID-19 end with the snap of a finger.
If H.R. 382 becomes law, it would have
disastrous consequences. It would dis-
rupt insurance coverage for millions of

vulnerable Americans by allowing
States to immediately start kicking
vulnerable Americans off their

healthcare coverage without any pro-
tections. This is deeply irresponsible
and dangerous.

Americans would also immediately
begin paying out of pocket for the
COVID-19 testing, and hospitals would
see an immediate payment cut of 20
percent for Medicare patients with
COVID-19. In addition, important waiv-
ers and flexibilities, including certain
telemedicine flexibilities that pro-
viders and patients have relied on for
the duration of the COVID-19 pan-
demic, would be terminated imme-
diately, as well.

This legislation would also result in
the elimination of vital tools for track-
ing COVID-19 outbreaks in nursing
homes and other residential facilities.

It also impacts our veterans, ending
VA clinicians’ ability to prescribe con-
trolled substances via telehealth. This
would severely impact many veterans’
access to medications that they need
to manage chronic pain, complex men-
tal health conditions, and substance
use disorder. The legislation also
threatens the progress the VA has
made in ending veterans’ homelessness.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, it would
abruptly end flexibilities for the Sup-
plemental Nutrition Assistance Pro-
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gram, or SNAP, that would impact
many Americans struggling to put food
on their tables, particularly for those
having trouble finding work and low-
income college students.

The Republicans began their House
majority with chaos and confusion ear-
lier this month, and this bill continues
that chaos and confusion, but this time
it will hurt millions of Americans di-
rectly, and that is simply not right.

Responsibly transitioning to the
post-emergency future requires careful
planning and coordination with public
health officials and policymakers. I ap-
plaud the Biden administration for
properly guiding the Nation to a safe
transition as we unwind these pro-
grams without endangering access to
care and treatment for Americans.

Unfortunately, Republicans are rush-
ing to recklessly and dangerously
eliminate all these protections imme-
diately and without warning. I just
think it is the height of irrespon-
sibility. For that reason, I strongly
urge my colleagues to oppose this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, we have been asking for
a year for the Secretary of Health and
Human Services to start showing us a
plan for unwinding the pandemic public
health emergency.

Now that we are here doing this
today, it seems like we are starting to
move in that direction. Unfortunately,
we didn’t have any hearings last Con-
gress to deal with that, but we are
going to begin that, working together
today.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. BUCSHON),
my friend.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 382, the Pan-
demic is Over Act.

A public health emergency was first
declared by Health and Human Serv-
ices Secretary Alex Azar in January
2020. It was a different time. We knew
little about the novel coronavirus that
was overtaking the world. We didn’t
understand how it worked. We had no
way to treat it or reduce the spread.

Now, over 3 years later, the land-
scape has completely changed. Reliable
vaccines, tests, and treatments are
widely available. Businesses are open,
Americans are traveling freely, and
folks are ready and willing to get back
to work.

As I have said from the beginning, it
is unlikely we will ever fully rid our-
selves of the coronavirus, but it can,
and indeed has, become something we
have the ability to deal with. Society
can and should be returning to normal.

Even President Biden acknowledged
as much in an interview last Sep-
tember, more than 4 months ago, when
he said the COVID-19 pandemic is over.
Yet this administration has continued
to extend the length of the public
health emergency, using it to retain
fear in the American people and to jus-
tify continued requests for Federal
funding.
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In absence of the administration’s
willingness to immediately rightfully
end the public health emergency dec-
laration, it is time for Congress to act.

I am grateful to the gentleman from
Kentucky (Mr. GUTHRIE) for bringing
this bill forward. I urge all my col-
leagues to support a formal end to the
public health emergency declaration.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CORREA).

Mr. CORREA. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition. COVID-19 has been the
worst pandemic we have had in this
world in 100 years. It is a medical issue
to be addressed by doctors and not a
political issue.

Today, my colleagues are asking us
to support a bill to terminate the
COVID public health emergency, yet
the Biden administration’s current ex-
tension of the public health emergency
is a rational one. It is rational in the
way we exit from this emergency dec-
laration: We let our healthcare system
adjust from this tremendous terrible
pandemic that continues to evolve in
our society. I would say a politically
driven end to COVID-19 is not the way
to run our healthcare system.

Furthermore, while my colleagues
are saying there is no need for a public
health emergency, they want to keep
title 42 at the border because of its
public health emergency implications.

My colleagues, I say to you, if you
truly believe the pandemic is over,
then you can’t say that title 42 is still
needed at the border because of a
healthcare crisis.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, we are ending the emer-
gency powers of the President. We are
not conceding that COVID-19 is over in
this country, and it is not. People have
to take mitigation. We certainly don’t
want it coming across our southern
border, so we support keeping title 42
in place.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from  Florida (Mrs.
CAMMACK).

Mrs. CAMMACK. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of H.R. 382, the
Pandemic is Over Act. I thank my
friend and colleague from Kentucky,
Mr. BRETT GUTHRIE, for leading this
important effort.

This action is long overdue. This
week we are voting on several bills de-
signed to do what we all in America
have known for some time, that the
emergency declaration should go away.
Constituents have been asking—heck,
demanding—that we end this perpetual
state of COVID emergencies in the Fed-
eral Government and get back to nor-
mal.

More than 4 months ago, President
Biden declared that the COVID-19 pan-
demic was over, yet interestingly the
Federal emergency declaration is still
in place. It makes you wonder, why
would the President declare that the
pandemic is over but not officially re-
scind the emergency declaration?
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In fact, many of my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle seem more con-
cerned with keeping the public health
emergency in place rather than ad-
dressing the problems we are now being
faced with: Things like investigating
the estimated $163 billion with a b in
COVID unemployment fraud and recov-
ering those funds that were stolen from
the American taxpayers; or the ap-
proximately $150 billion in unobligated
funds that is just sitting there for
COVID. That is a pretty easy way to
start reducing spending. Or how about
the approximately half a trillion dol-
lars that has been obligated but hasn’t
been pushed out the door yet?

Ask yourselves, who benefits from
the emergency declaration remaining
in place?

It is a fact that the continuation of
the public health emergency is costing
taxpayers billions of dollars and wors-
ening already-crippling inflation, infla-
tion which is costing Florida families
in my district an estimated $10,000
extra a year in basic goods and serv-
ices. I don’t know anyone who can af-
ford an extra 10 grand a year.

The Federal mandates, like this,
have increased private health insur-
ance costs and grossly exacerbated the
ever-increasing national debt that will
be passed on to my generation, our
children, and grandchildren.

It is time to get our kids back to
school, folks back to work, and life
back to normal. It is time for us to
turn the page and end the COVID-19
public health emergency powers. Let’s
get back to commonsense fixes to our
healthcare system. Let’s get back to
work on lowering energy costs. Let’s
get back to work, and let’s get back to
work in person.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. BLUMENAUER), a member of the
Ways and Means Committee.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I
appreciate the gentleman’s courtesy in
permitting me to speak on this. It is
not quite as simple as my friend from
Florida implies.

Today we are voting to upend the
healthcare system and interrupt pa-
tient care. Ending the public health
emergency prematurely would have
far-reaching implications, and this is a
waste of time. The Biden administra-
tion has already made clear that they
are planning on ending the emergency
in May.

Why are we spending time abruptly
ending this declaration, which is going
to end in 3 months anyway, when we
could have instead had a serious con-
versation about making this as smooth
a transition as possible?

There are many things that are in-
volved here. Congress already started
this work in the omnibus by beginning
a process to wind down Medicaid en-
rollment policies and extending impor-
tant programs like telehealth.

I was happy that my bipartisan legis-
lation to extend Medicare’s Hospital at
Home program was extended in this
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manner. We fought for this because we
viewed the waivers and policies of the
last 3 years as a blueprint for future
opportunities to innovate and extract
value from our healthcare system.

This work was bipartisan because
both sides of the aisle saw the benefit
of the pandemic-era policies. It is un-
fortunate that instead of continuing to
build on that work, my colleagues are
posturing.

I have heard from hospitals in my
district, and I imagine you have heard
in yours, how important it is to extend,
not end, the waivers that address their
capacity and staffing challenges.

If this bill were enacted, those oper-
ations would be upended. State Med-
icaid programs would be in unneces-
sary chaos, with millions at risk of los-
ing their health insurance. Seniors
would lose access to COVID tests be-
cause Medicare would no longer be able
to pay for them. These are just a few
examples of the complexity and how ir-
responsible this legislation is. It cer-
tainly does not honor the more than a
million Americans who have lost their
lives to this disease.

After a traumatic 3 years full of loss,
the last thing the public needs is addi-
tional chaos at the hands of the Fed-
eral Government.

At the start of the pandemic, we saw
an often divided Congress come to-
gether to bring meaningful relief to
American families. I had hoped that we
would continue that same spirit of co-
operation and dedication to our con-
stituents at the end of this chapter.

I know we have all heard from our
hospitals and healthcare systems about
the needs they still have. I believe we
can work together to make this a sta-
ble transition and learn lessons from
the pandemic.

I urge my colleagues to reject this
legislation and instead come to the
table to work to ease the transition in
a reasonable fashion.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I just
point out that the omni gave the
States clarity in how to deal with the
Medicaid situation moving forward. We
also extended telehealth, so a lot of
things we have been trying to do, we
have been asking the administration
for a year to address some of the things
that my friend from Oregon just
brought up.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentlewoman from Iowa (Mrs. MILLER-
MEEKS).

Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS. Mr. Speaker,
as both a physician and the former Di-
rector of the Iowa Department of Pub-
lic Health, I agree with what President
Biden said in September of last year:
The pandemic is over. More specifi-
cally, even though SARS-CoV-2 is still
circulating, it is endemic. The public
health emergency is and should be
over.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to support
H.R. 382, which would acknowledge the
truth of the President’s words and fi-
nally put an end to the public health
emergency.
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When COVID-19 first reached our
shores, the public health emergency
declaration was a tool that helped our
country to mobilize, develop testing,
develop vaccines, and to distribute
PPE and institute our manufacturing
sector. However, this emergency dec-
laration is no longer needed, and in-
stead of putting an end to it, the Presi-
dent has continually renewed it with
no end in sight.

For example, we have already ex-
tended telehealth for 2 years. From
mask mandates and vaccine mandates
to extending Medicaid expansion to
previously ineligible participants and
student loan forgiveness, the President
and this administration are using the
public health emergency to expand
government overreach.

What is irresponsible is not putting a
transition in place during this past
year.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 382 and put an end to this
outdated, bloated government over-
reach.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE).
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Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to try and speak something
called commonsense speak, and that is
for my colleagues to understand that
Americans reject confusion and chaos.

According to The New York Times,
“An abrupt end to the emergency dec-
larations would create wide-ranging
chaos and uncertainty throughout the
healthcare system—for States, for hos-
pitals and doctors’ offices, and, most
importantly, for the tens of millions of
Americans,” as evidenced.

This is on the data from the White
House, which by the way, under Presi-
dent Joe Biden, crafted a White House
COVID task force that began to calm
the uncalm waters that we suffered in
the last administration.

Does anyone remember, ‘maybe we
should drink disinfectant’ in the midst
of COVID-19?

Well, let me tell you, in Houston,
Texas, we remember it. We also know
that 6,812,798 persons died around the
world from COVID; 1.1 million died in
the United States.

It was only after an overwhelming ef-
fort by the Biden administration that
we began to see the clock move on indi-
viduals willing to get their first, sec-
ond, and third shots; their booster
shots. That is why we are living, be-
cause we were vaccinated, because we
overcame the stigma and the wrong-
headed information that was scaring
people about vaccines.

We didn’t lose 1 million people on
vaccines. We lost 1 million people due
to not having that vaccination timely.
I am struck by this legislation. The
pandemic is not over.

Mr. Speaker, 500 people a day die,
right now as I am standing here, from
COVID. That is a reasonable amount. I
know there are other infectious dis-
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eases, but doesn’t it make sense that if
we can have a vaccine and a protocol
that allows people, our children, and
those with preexisting conditions to
live that we want them to do so?

The Biden administration has an-
nounced that they intend to reduce
this national emergency declaration in
May. It will allow our health facilities
to get themselves organized for the
possible onslaught. It will also deprive
impoverished persons from the ability
to get free vaccinations, including pos-
sibly flu shots, like we are doing in
Houston, Texas.

I remember over 70 testing sites that
I put in my district with healthcare
providers week after week after week
so that people could be tested and so
we could bring down COVID in Hous-
ton, Texas.

I remember vaccination sites where
people stood in line, a thousand at a
time, to get vaccinated for free. Are we
jumping for joy to condemn and now
undermine the emergency pandemic
that was utilized?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 30 seconds to the gentle-
woman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. All I can say is
that health professionals by and large
in hospitals, clinics, doctors’ offices
will say no. They need their patients
healthy. As many people that can get
vaccinated with information should get
vaccinated and, of course, guided by
your healthcare provider.

I don’t think it makes any good sense
to be able to talk about how you never
got tested, how you never got vac-
cinated. That is all well and good. I ap-
plaud an individual who is able to sur-
vive not getting tested, not getting
vaccinated, but I know of so many of
my close friends who died because
there was not a vaccination, there was
not good healthcare. They came to the
end stages of COVID and COVID killed
them.

So I don’t make a mockery of the
hard work of President Biden. I truly
believe that his time frame—I might
think it is a little too quick, but I ad-
here to the President’s time frame of
May 2023. Let us organize so that we
can save lives.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has again ex-
pired.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, at
any moment we can have a surge of
COVID-19. We saw that at the begin-
ning of the convergence of the flu,
which was high this year, and COVID.

So I don’t celebrate this legislation. I
don’t take angst or anger with the in-
dividual who thinks this is the right
way, but I know that I am on the right
side. I am on the dominant side of
truth that 6 million-plus died, 1.1 mil-
lion died here in the United States and
500 are dying every day.
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This is not a time to precipitously
end the emergency declaration. We
should also make sure that we are not
creating chaos and confusion.

Mr. Speaker, I again emphasize that
we need not have chaos and confusion.
Unfortunately, I see no purpose in this
bill and will vote against it.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong opposition to
H.R. 382—the Pandemic is Over Act, which
would terminate the COVID-19 public health
emergency that was declared on January 31,
2020, on the date of the bill's enactment.

Yesterday President Biden announced that
the Public Health Emergency would officially
end on May 11, 2023.

The purpose of doing this would be to allow
hospitals, health care workers, and health offi-
cials the ability to manage changes that will
come with ending the public health emergency
declaration.

According to the Department of Health and
Human Services, a Public Health Emergency
declaration occurs when the Secretary of HHS
determines that a disease or disorder presents
a public health emergency (PHE) or that a
public health emergency exists.

Secretary Becerra and the Biden administra-
tion have repeatedly said that the decision to
terminate the public health emergency would
be based on the best available data and
science.

Through mass testing and vaccination cam-
paigns, the public health emergency declara-
tion has helped the American public contain
the COVID virus, while also keeping the cost
low for those seeking treatment.

The public health emergency has required
that group health plans and insurers provide
patients with COVID vaccines, testing, and
treatment; expanded telehealth services, and
extended health coverage for Medicaid bene-
ficiaries.

Abruptly ending these pandemic declara-
tions without a transition period would be ex-
tremely irresponsible because it would create
uncertainty in health care systems; it would
end Medicaid programs that have operated
under special rules, telehealth would be im-
pacted, and group health insurance plans
could potentially change frequency of testing,
vaccination, and treatment for patients.

These programs have been incredibly help-
ful at slowing the spread of COVID, so we
must be thoughtful and practical about how we
dissolve the public health emergency, which is
why we need a transition period as proposed
by the President just yesterday.

We must provide stakeholders with time to
adjust to the changes that will come from end-
ing the public health emergency.

| urge my colleagues to join me in opposi-
tion to legislation that would end the pandemic
far too early and would upend some of the
flexibilities that we all have benefited from
since the start of the pandemic.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
include in the RECORD a New York
Times article, “U.S. Plans to End Pub-
lic Health Emergency for COVID in
May.”

[From the New York Times, Jan. 30, 2023]
U.S. PLANS To END PUBLIC HEALTH
EMERGENCY FOR COVID IN MAY

The end of the emergency, planned for May
11, will bring about a complex set of policy
changes and signals a new chapter in the
government’s pandemic response.
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WASHINGTON—The Biden administration
plans to let the coronavirus public health
emergency expire in May, the White House
said on Monday, a sign that federal officials
believe the pandemic has moved into a new,
less dire phase.

The move carries both symbolic weight
and real-world consequences. Millions of
Americans have received free Covid tests,
treatments and vaccines during the pan-
demic, and not all of that will continue to be
free once the emergency is over. The White
House wants to keep the emergency in place
for several more months so hospitals, health
care providers and health officials can pre-
pare for a host of changes when it ends, offi-
cials said.

An average of more than 500 people in the
United States are still dying from Covid-19
each day, about twice the number of deaths
per day during a bad flu season. But at the
three-year mark, the coronavirus is no
longer upending everyday life to the extent
it once did, partly because much of the popu-
lation has at least some protection against
the virus from vaccinations and prior infec-
tions.

Still, the White House said on Monday that
the nation needed an orderly transition out
of the public health emergency. The admin-
istration said it also intended to allow a sep-
arate declaration of a national emergency to
expire on the same day, May 11.

““An abrupt end to the emergency declara-
tions would create wide-ranging chaos and
uncertainty throughout the health care sys-
tem—for states, for hospitals and doctors’ of-
fices, and, most importantly, for tens of mil-
lions of Americans,” the White House said in
a statement.

The announcement came on the eve of a
scheduled vote in the House on a bill that
would immediately end the public health
emergency. The bill, called the Pandemic Is
Over Act, is one of several pandemic-related
measures that the Republican-controlled
chamber is scheduled to consider this week.
The White House issued its statement as the
administration’s response to that bill and
another measure that would end the national
emergency.

The back and forth signaled what is likely
to be a protracted political battle between
House Republicans and the White House over
its handling of the pandemic. Republican
lawmakers hope to put the Biden adminis-
tration on the defensive, claiming it spent
extravagantly in the name of battling the
coronavirus.

‘“Rather than waiting until May 11, the
Biden administration should Join us now in
immediately ending this declaration,” Rep-
resentative Steve Scalise, Republican of
Louisiana and the majority leader, said in a
statement. ‘“The days of the Biden adminis-
tration being able to hide behind Covid to
waste billions of taxpayer dollars on their
unrelated, radical agenda are over.”’

The White House argues that it is only be-
cause of federal Covid policies mandating
free tests, treatments and vaccines that the
pandemic is now under better control. Covid
was the third-leading cause of death from
2020 through mid-2022; now it is no longer
among the top five killers, federal officials
said.

The public health emergency was first de-
clared by the Trump administration in Janu-
ary 2020, and it has been renewed every 90
days since then. The Biden administration
had pledged to alert states 60 days before
ending it. The emergency was last renewed
earlier in January, and many state health of-
ficials expected it would be allowed to expire
in mid-April.

Ending the emergency will prompt com-
plex changes in the cost of Covid tests and
treatments that Americans are accustomed
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to getting for free. Any charges they face
will vary depending on whether they have
private insurance, Medicare coverage, Med-
icaid coverage or no health insurance. What
state they live in could also be a factor.

Still, the consequences may not be quite as
dramatic as public health experts once
feared. Medicaid enrollment expanded great-
ly during the pandemic because low-income
Americans were kept in the program for as
long as the public health emergency was ac-
tive.

But a congressional spending package en-
acted in December effectively broke that
link, instead setting an April deadline when
states will begin losing additional funding
for Medicaid coverage. State officials are
likely to gradually remove Americans from
Medicaid rolls this year beginning then.
That transition avoids a more sudden re-
moval of millions of poor Americans from
their health coverage.

By reconfiguring that expensive policy,
Congress was able to use the projected sav-
ings to pay for expanded Medicaid benefits
for children, postpartum mothers and resi-
dents of U.S. territories.

The December legislation also extended
coverage for telehealth visits for Medicare
recipients through 2024. Telemedicine proved
a lifeline for many during the pandemic, and
that coverage would have ended when the
emergency was lifted.

Still, other services might prove more
costly to Americans, particularly those with
no insurance. People with private health in-
surance or Medicare coverage have been eli-
gible for eight free coronavirus tests each
month. Insurers were required to cover tests,
even if they were administered by providers
that were not part of their networks. Once
the emergency ends, some Americans will
end up paying out of pocket for those tests.

And while vaccines will continue to be cov-
ered for people with private insurance or
Medicare or Medicaid coverage, the end of
the emergency will mean that some Ameri-
cans may have to pay out of pocket for Covid
treatments, such as Paxlovid, an antiviral
pill. Hospitals will also no longer receive
higher Medicare payment rates for treating
Covid patients.

Jennifer Kates, a senior vice president at
the Kaiser Family Foundation, said the
emergency declaration had provided an im-
portant reprieve from the American health
care system’s typically fractured way of cov-
ering the costs of care, giving more people
access to services that might otherwise not
have been covered by insurance.

The White House’s decision, she added,
could send the wrong message about how re-
laxed Americans should be about the virus.

“To the extent that it might let people let
their guard down from one day to the next,
that could raise some challenges,’”” she said.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, we are
trying to end the emergency powers of
the President during the pandemic. We
recognize COVID is still an issue that
people have to deal with. We absolutely
know that we are going to be working
together over the next few weeks and
months to make sure we have in place
the proper protections.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. CARTER),
my good friend.

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to speak in
favor of H.R. 382, the Pandemic is Over

Act.
Mr. Speaker, to quote President
Biden, ‘‘the COVID-19 pandemic is
over.”
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This is one of the few times I have
agreed with him from this Chamber.
Now that the House is finally voting to
end the public health emergency,
President Biden has suddenly decided
to end it in May. It is past time for us
to act. That is why I will be voting for
the Pandemic is Over Act, and I urge
my colleagues to do the same thing.

This is not just a symbolic gesture. It
is critically important that we vote to
end the so-called emergency once and
for all.

Mr. Speaker, this administration has
maintained the emergency declaration
for 3 years. Americans have moved on
from the pandemic. Georgians in my
district went back to work and back to
school over 2 years ago, so why is our
country still under a public health
emergency?

The reason why is because it is the
vehicle this administration has used to
implement mask mandates and other
leftist policies. It is nothing more than
an excuse for Federal overreach that
prohibits States from making decisions
for their constituents.

It is time to make it official. Let’s
end this COVID-19 public health emer-
gency and focus on reviving our econ-
omy.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Representative
GUTHRIE and Chairwoman RODGERS for
working together on this legislation,
and I encourage my colleagues to sup-
port this bill.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 1 minute.

Mr. Speaker, I commend Ms. SHEILA
JACKSON LEE, my colleague, for every-
thing that she just said.

I remember so many times during the
first year of the COVID pandemic when
she was calling me and trying to get
testing sites, trying to make sure that
a lot of her constituents were tested
and had received the vaccine.

It is very easy for our colleagues on
the other side now to say, well, this is
over. It is time to move on. But the
bottom line is that we never know for
sure exactly what is going to manifest
itself. Even when the President said
yesterday that he is planning on end-
ing this public health emergency on
May 11, notice he said ‘“‘plan’ because
we are not sure that that is possible.

In any case, it makes no sense to just
say that we are going to do this imme-
diately upon enactment of this bill—
which is not going to be enacted, but
nonetheless—because we need to do a
lot of preparation and planning. We did
some of that even in the omnibus that
passed at the end of the last session
with continuous eligibility for Med-
icaid, for example.

My understanding is the way this bill
is worded, that would end if this passed
immediately, as well.

Mr. Speaker, so our point is that this
is a pandemic that we just have to be
very careful about what we do. We have
to do adequate preparation.

The President has said May 11 is the
likely date. That is fine. But it has to
be based on science. We shouldn’t be
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getting up here and say, ‘‘end it imme-
diately.”

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. BALDERSON).

Mr. BALDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I
thank Mr. GUTHRIE for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
382, the Pandemic is Over Act. As Rep-
resentatives of the American people,
we owe it to them to assess our coun-
try’s response to the COVID-19 pan-
demic and look to better prepare for fu-
ture pandemics. Most importantly, the
American people deserve honesty and
normalcy.

The pandemic is over. Even President
Biden said as much last September.
That level of honesty from the Presi-
dent is a step in the right direction,
but after the President publicly de-
clared the pandemic over, he extended
the public health emergency not just
once, but two more times. Today
marks 3 years since the original public
health emergency declaration.

Our country has been through a lot
in the last 3 years but it is time to get
back to normal. It is time to give
power back to the people.

Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of H.R.
382.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, may 1
inquire how much time remains on
both sides?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New Jersey has 15% min-
utes remaining. The gentleman from
Kentucky has 17%2 minutes remaining.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. OBERNOLTE).

Mr. OBERNOLTE. Mr. Speaker, in
times of national crisis, our Constitu-
tion and our Federal laws empower our
President to temporarily seize extraor-
dinary power. This is necessary to
allow him the authority to alter Fed-
eral law to meet the urgent needs of
the emergency.

In this case, that declaration of
emergency to meet the crisis of the
coronavirus pandemic occurred almost
3 years ago. Mr. Speaker, also incum-
bent in that authority is the expecta-
tion that the executive branch will re-
turn that authority to the people when
it is no longer needed. That is certainly
the case today.

Congress has met hundreds and hun-
dreds of times since the executive
branch first declared the state of emer-
gency. Congress has had abundant op-
portunity to pass Federal legislation
codifying or rejecting the President’s
recommendations. Unfortunately, the
Biden administration has recently re-
newed the state of emergency for a
twelfth time. This is not what the
Founding Fathers intended.

Mr. Speaker, the Founding Fathers
intended the legislative branch of gov-
ernment, the people’s elected Rep-
resentatives, to be the ones that set
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laws for the United States of America,
and it is past time that that authority
be returned to the people.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of this
bill.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to gentleman from Florida
(Mr. MOSKOWITZ).

Mr. MOSKOWITZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong opposition to H.R. 382,
and I urge my colleagues to support my
motion to recommit which would pro-
hibit this legislation from going into
effect if it will negatively impact Medi-
care beneficiaries.

Speaker MCCARTHY has publicly stat-
ed that cuts to Medicare will be off the
table in any debt ceiling negotiations,
but that commitment clearly does not
carry over to today’s legislation.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 382 would increase
patient costs and cut hospital pay-
ments to Medicare beneficiaries.

In its nearly 68 years of existence,
Medicare has given millions of Ameri-
cans access to affordable healthcare
coverage. Generations have been given
peace of mind knowing that they will
have comprehensive available coverage
to them as they age, regardless of their
financial status.

In 2021, nearly 64 million Americans,
including 4.8 million Floridians, were
enrolled in Medicare. These individuals
are Democrats, Republicans, and every-
thing in between. They are our friends,
our family members, our colleagues,
our neighbors, our mentors. We must
ensure that these beneficiaries can con-
tinue to rely on the lifesaving coverage
provided through Medicare.

The President has announced his in-
tention to end the public health emer-
gency on May 11, providing a glide path
to smoothly transition out of the emer-
gency era programs. As Florida’s
former director of Emergency Manage-
ment during the early days of the pan-
demic, I helped stand up many of the
public health emergency initiatives
that provided Americans with COVID-
19 tests, treatments, and vaccines at no
charge. These initiatives offered en-
hanced social safety net benefits to
help the Nation cope with the pan-
demic and minimize the impact.

What would an instant cut to the so-
cial safety net mean for Medicare bene-
ficiaries and their families? The Amer-
ican family could face an abrupt in-
crease in costs and decrease in care.
What would this mean for your local
hospital back home?

Hospitals could see a cut of 20 per-
cent for care of COVID patients. With-
out a responsible plan in place, mil-
lions of patients, including many vet-
erans and children, would abruptly face
increased barriers to critical hospital
care. Rural patients and those with be-
havioral health needs would be among
the most impacted.

So why are some of my colleagues
pushing for this to happen? Because it
is rooted in political messaging, not
thoughtful policy.

An instant termination to the public
health emergency without proper co-
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ordination with agencies, States, and
providers, would interrupt insurance
coverage, access to care, increase pa-
tients’ out-of-pocket costs, and threat-
en provider payments.

I, like many of my Democratic col-
leagues and millions of Americans,
want to officially end the pandemic
and the emergency. As I mentioned,
President Biden has announced his in-
tention to do so while taking the time
necessary to absorb the impacts.

Pushing for an immediate cessation
of the emergency initiatives for mes-
saging purposes could leave millions of
Medicare beneficiaries unexpectedly
without access to programs that they
are currently on.

Mr. Speaker, it is for those reasons
that I submit a motion to recommit
that will prohibit the bill from going
into effect if it will negatively impact
Medicare beneficiaries.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to add the text of my amendment
in the RECORD immediately prior to the
vote on the motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

O 1445

Mr. Speaker, I know that we plussed-
up accounts for COVID that went to
hospitals. I am not sure there is any
bill that has been offered from the
other side to continue the plus-up for
COVID spending. I guess what is being
referred to in this motion to recommit
must be what they are referring to.

I will point out that we do have to
deal with Medicare. We do have to save
Medicare. In the Inflation Reduction
Act, money was taken out of Medicare.

If you take Medicare part D reform,
if you take the rebate rule, $288 billion
was taken out of Medicare with no Re-
publican votes, cut from—taken from
Medicare and used to spend on some
things in Medicare but other programs
without shoring Medicare up.

If they want to have an intellectual
discussion on saving Medicare, that is
going to be something we are going to
have to work on over the next 2 years.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the

gentleman from New York (Mr.
MOLINARO), my good friend.
Mr. MOLINARO. Mr. Speaker, I

thank my colleague for yielding time.

There is a reason that nearly every
other level of government in America
has ceased to exercise executive au-
thority. The emergency is over.

Mr. Speaker, 1,100 days ago, the
President declared a public health
emergency. We know this. Since then,
that order has been extended a dozen
times, including twice after President
Biden declared the pandemic over dur-
ing a ‘60 Minutes’” interview on na-
tional television.

Mr. Speaker, 1,100 days ago, the pub-
lic health emergency was warranted. I
know this. I lived it as a county execu-
tive where I took immediate emer-
gency action to protect our most vul-
nerable and help to save lives. I saw
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firsthand the flexibilities granted
under such an emergency, expanding
access to care and services during a
time of essential need.

I also simultaneously saw how the
absolute power granted within such an
order corrupted New York State gov-
ernment and enabled Governors and
the President to choose who was and
was not essential.

It is important that we find bipar-
tisan solutions and agreements to ex-
tend those efficiencies and flexibilities
we like, but it is past time to end the
executive and Presidential overreach.

Emergency executive authority
should be limited and only for extraor-
dinary circumstances. This is no longer
an extraordinary circumstance.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Ms. TLAIB).

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, in the State
of Michigan, there have been over
16,000 COVID-19 cases just this month.
Nearly 200 people have died. Death and
illness and viruses should not be politi-
cized.

In both Wayne and Oakland Counties,
we are still seeing nearly 3,000 cases
per week, so the pandemic is far from
over. We have residents being hospital-
ized and families having to say good-
bye to their loved ones because of this
deadly virus.

This pandemic is not over. The pan-
demic is still preventing people from
going to work and school, disrupting
everyday lives.

By ending resources and policies that
have surely saved lives, we are leaving
our residents and communities to fend
for themselves. They cannot do this
alone.

We must continue to provide re-
sources to combat COVID-19 and the
impacts of long COVID, from testing to
treatment and care.

We can continue to save lives to-
gether. Continuing to provide resources
is not only the right and sensible thing
to do, but it is the moral thing to do.

Please, again, we must vote ‘“‘no” on
H.R. 382.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 1 minute.

Mr. Speaker, I agree with my friend
from Michigan that we absolutely have
to look at putting things in place and
keeping things in place that protect
our citizens from COVID-19. We are not
dismissing that.

What I am saying, or what we are
saying, is it should be a legislative
branch-wide issue, that we believe that
if things are going to stay in place or
be put in place, it should be by an act
of Congress, signed by the President, as
the Constitution says, instead of just
the President making decisions for al-
most 3 years now—two administra-
tions, almost 3 years now.

That is what we are saying. We look
forward to working together to solve
these issues and moving forward.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
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I listened to my colleague from Ken-
tucky, but as much as I respect him, I
totally disagree with what he has been
saying here.

Under the public law right now, the
emergency—when it starts, when it
ends—is done by the administration.
Specifically, the Secretary of Health
and Human Services, I guess, rec-
ommends to the President. There is a
reason for that, and that is because he
gets all this information from various
sources about the science, about when
we should be doing this.

I disagree to say that we, as the Con-
gress, should be the ones that make
that determination either to begin or
end.

In addition to that, the gentleman
from Kentucky mentioned in response
to one of my Democratic colleagues
the provision that we passed in the last
Congress in the Inflation Reduction
Act to negotiate prices for prescription
drugs under Medicare. The fact of the
matter is that wasn’t a cut to Medi-
care. That was a way of trying to make
drug prices more affordable for our sen-
iors.

To suggest that somehow that is a
cut I don’t think is accurate. I mean,
this is a major savings to seniors out of
pocket once this program goes into ef-
fect.

By way of background, again, some
of my Democratic colleagues have
stressed that we hear constantly from
the other side of the aisle this idea
that the Republicans are going to
refuse to raise the debt ceiling unless
they can cut Social Security or Medi-
care or Medicaid and other vital pro-
grams. They seem so determined to cut
Americans’ healthcare that they are
willing to recklessly risk defaulting on
the national debt and wreaking havoc
on the economy.

Again, it is the same thing here.
What we are saying is if you cut off
this public health emergency earlier
than what the President is suggesting,
under this bill, you end a lot of pro-
grams that are very important: contin-
uous eligibility for Medicaid, a 20 per-
cent cut in hospital payments, free
testing, free vaccines.

I mean, all this ends, and it makes no
sense, in my opinion. We should be try-
ing to do what we can to help Amer-
ican families and make the right deci-
sions based on the science.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I think I did use the word ‘‘cut,” and
I think I corrected myself. We are
spending less money in Medicare, so
you are taking money out of Medicare
under the Inflation Reduction Act, but
that money wasn’t really put back in
to shore up Medicare. It was spent in
other programs, so there is $288 billion
less being spent in Medicare.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as she
may consume to the gentlewoman from
Washington (Mrs. RODGERS), the chair-
woman of the Energy and Commerce
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Committee. As we stated today in our
organizational session, she is the first
chairwoman in the history of the old-
est committee in Congress.

Mrs. RODGERS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I appreciate the gentleman’s
leadership on the Subcommittee on
Health, as well as bringing forward this
legislation today. I think it is very im-
portant legislation, H.R. 382, the Pan-
demic is Over Act.

Just to recap, 3 years ago today,
Health and Human Services Secretary
Alex Azar declared a public health
emergency for the emerging threat
that was the novel coronavirus. The
U.S. had just identified its first official
case over a week prior.

Within 1 year of the anniversary of
the public health emergency, thanks to
the early leadership of President
Trump and Operation Warp Speed, an
authorized vaccine helped prevent
thousands of hospitalizations and
deaths.

Mr. Speaker, 3 years later, it is esti-
mated that 95 percent of those over 16
have been vaccinated or have had
COVID-19.

Earlier in January, President Biden
extended the public health emergency
for the twelfth time, continuing to use
the pandemic and the national and
public health emergency authorities to
achieve progressive policy goals. This
includes pushing for an indefinite ex-
tension on the moratorium on evic-
tions, the suspension of student loan
interest payments, and attempts to re-
quire masking in public transit.

Last week, House Republicans an-
nounced that we would bring this bill,
along with Representative PAUL
GOSAR’s bill, to end the COVID-19 na-
tional emergency to the floor today.
Just yesterday, the Biden administra-
tion decided to announce their plans to
end the public health emergency on
May 11, 2023, which CNN has reported
only came after the House Democrats
were worried about voting against this
bill without the White House having a
plan in place.

Whatever the reason or the rationale
for their announcement, I am pleased
that the administration is following
the House Republicans and finally
abiding by President Biden’s own ac-
knowledgment 4 months ago that the
pandemic is over, but it shouldn’t take
another 3 months to unwind this au-
thoritarian control.

It is long past time for the Biden ad-
ministration to stop relying on an
emergency that no longer exists so
that they can make unilateral deci-
sions.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my fellow Demo-
cratic colleagues to join the Demo-
cratic administration and House Re-
publicans in voting ‘‘yes’” on H.R. 382.
Declare the COVID-19 pandemic over.
Give Americans their lives back. Work
to develop policies so that we are bet-
ter prepared moving forward.

The Senate voted in a bipartisan way
to end the national emergency, and I
hope that this bill also will gain bipar-
tisan support.
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Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, let me just say this in
closing. We do have one more speaker,
though.

I think that this legislation that is
before us today is totally unnecessary
and creates all kinds of problems. In
other words, the President has indi-
cated his plan is to end the emergency
on, I believe he said, May 12. We esti-
mated it would probably end sometime
in April of this year when we were
working on the omnibus at the end of
last year. We put in the omnibus a lot
of protections and guardrails for when
the public health emergency would
end, but there is still more that needs
to be done.

My concern is that the way this bill
is written, it basically eliminates a lot
of those guardrails, a lot of those pro-
tections, like the continuous eligibility
for Medicaid.

At the same time, it doesn’t allow,
because it says immediately upon en-
actment, us to wind this down in an ef-
fective way so that we don’t have prob-
lems like the 20 percent cut for hos-
pitals, eliminating continuous eligi-
bility, free testing, free vaccines.

There are so many things here that
the public relies on—I didn’t even men-
tion the veterans, the nursing homes,
the SNAP program—that, to me, it is
reckless to say we are just going to end
it immediately.

Let’s shelve this legislation. I sug-
gest a “‘no”’ vote. Let the President and
this administration wind this process
down in an effective way to protect
Americans.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
TAKANO), who is the ranking member
on the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Ranking Member PALLONE for yielding
time.

I rise today in opposition to H.R. 382,
the Pandemic is Over Act. This is an
effort by our Republican colleagues to
hastily terminate a public health
emergency designation that will have
damaging effects on our Nation’s vet-
erans and those who care for them.

Currently, this emergency designa-
tion grants our government a number
of critical flexibilities that not only
allow it to work more efficiently and
effectively but that are essential to
support America’s veteran population.

When we passed the CARES Act in
2020, we did so carefully and thought-
fully to ensure that veterans would be
able to safely and quickly access the
care they needed throughout the
COVID-19 pandemic. We also ensured
the Department of Veterans Affairs
and its employees had the tools and
flexibilities they needed to meet their
mission.

I am especially concerned by the risk
that would be caused by hastily termi-
nating healthcare providers’ ability to
prescribe controlled substances via
telehealth. This will severely impact
millions of patients’ access to medica-
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tions they need to manage chronic
pain, complex mental health condi-
tions, and substance abuse disorders.

Veterans who experience these condi-
tions at greater rates than their non-
veteran counterparts are among those
who would be severely affected.

VA estimates at least 47,000 veterans
have active controlled substance pre-
scriptions from prescribers they have
never seen in person. A sudden termi-
nation of the public health emergency
would mean all of them would need im-
mediate in-person visits with their pre-
scribers in order to continue their
treatments.
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An additional 247,000 veterans have
active controlled substances prescrip-
tions through virtual care at VA, and
many of these veterans’ continued ac-
cess to medications could also be at
risk.

During the public health emergency,
we also specifically addressed the
unique health and safety needs facing
homeless veterans. Those actions in-
cluded ensuring that veterans experi-
encing homelessness had access to
basic needs, like shelter, food, cloth-
ing, and transportation, while also en-
suring service providers had the fund-
ing they needed to maintain social
distancing and distribute those in need
across multiple facilities to reduce the
spread of COVID-19.

What we learned from the pandemic
is that providing these foundational
basic needs to homeless veterans and
service providers works in promoting
housing security.

Last week, VA announced it housed
over 40,000 veterans experiencing home-
lessness in 2022, surpassing its goal of
housing 38,000 veterans. That tremen-
dous accomplishment can be directly
attributed to the authorities Congress
put in place during the pandemic.

Rolling back those flexibilities now
would mean more veterans would go
without the resources they need to sur-
vive.

If my Republican colleagues are so
insistent on ending the public health
emergency prematurely, I hope they
are equally insistent on ensuring that
we quickly make permanent those pan-
demic authorities that veterans need.

I am proud to support Congress-
woman NIKEMA WILLIAMS® bill, H.R.
491, the Return Home to Housing Act,
and cosponsor Congresswoman
CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK’S bill, the
Healthy Foundations for Homeless Vet-
erans Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California.

Mr. TAKANO. These bills will ensure
that there is no lapse in the care and
resources homeless veterans need when
the public health emergency designa-
tion ends, and I hope my Republican
colleagues will support them.

The Biden administration announced
last night it intends to extend the
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COVID-19 emergency declarations to
end on May 11. Unlike my colleagues
on the other side who want to irrespon-
sibly put an end to the national emer-
gency today, the additional time gives
the agencies and Congress time to en-
sure there is no disruption in care and
services for veterans.

My Republican colleagues have a
choice to make. They can continue to
insist on pushing an agenda that politi-
cizes the pandemic, terminate the pub-
lic health emergency designation pre-
maturely, and wholly disregard the dis-
astrous impact such an action would
have on veterans, or they can put aside
this shortsighted approach and use
their newfound control of Congress to
actually do the job they were sent to
Washington to do: pass legislation that
helps our Nation’s veterans.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
oppose H.R. 382.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I am
prepared to close, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I urge
opposition to this bill. As Mr. TAKANO
said, so many things will immediately
end needlessly from this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, one of the points that
my friend from California just brought
up—we have this 3-year running tele-
health that is moving forward. We all
know that we can’t put the genie back
in the bottle. We have to work on tele-
health, but we know for a fact there
have been diversions of controlled sub-
stances through telehealth. We know
that. So why don’t we take back our
authority? Let’s negotiate moving for-
ward.

Let’s think about where this has
gone. Three years ago today, Secretary
Azar—two administrations—declares a
public health emergency. It started
doing a lot of things. One is that it al-
lowed emergency use authorization, so
we had therapeutics and had all these
things come forward.

Also the status—not necessarily
every statute under Health and Human
Services, but because you have the sta-
tus of a public health emergency, you
can invoke other statutes: the Defense
Production Act by President Trump to
get respirators and moving a ship out-
side of New York so the people in New
York and New Jersey could have an
extra hospital, a mobile hospital.

I mean, all of those things happened.
When we delegate our authority, those
are the things that we move forward.

On January 20, 2021, almost a million
people were being vaccinated. Presi-
dent Biden came in to continue the
vaccination process. Then, a year into
his administration, we, on our side of
the aisle, sent a letter to the Health
and Human Services Secretary saying
that this needs to end. We can’t con-
tinue to operate under emergency au-
thority. Let’s have a plan.

Everything that they have talked
about today, every speaker they have
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had: Let’s have a plan to end this emer-
gency, and let’s do it in a way that we
can address the issues that need to be
addressed.

We have learned a lot during the pan-
demic about things that worked. Let’s
do things that work. Let’s fix things
that don’t work, like the telehealth di-
version of controlled substances.

Some of those are the things—we
have been a year in, since February 1
tomorrow, almost a year since then,
and we haven’t seen a plan. We haven’t
seen anything.

There was some stuff done, I know, in
the omnibus with telehealth. That is
what we are saying. We don’t need to
continue to operate the country in an
emergency status. We need to end it.

So why bring the bill up? They say
this is irresponsible, the bill moving
forward. The bill was in Rules last
night. We have had no word from any-
body in the executive branch that they
are going to deal with this.

While the bill was being considered
in Rules, they come out that it is going
to end on May 11?

So this bill is needed. It is needed be-
cause it is moving us forward.

What we can do now, as the bill
makes its way to the Senate—I don’t
know if the Senate is going to take it
up or not, but what I will pledge to my
friend from New Jersey and my friend
from California, who is the ranking
Democrat on the Health Sub-
committee, is that we will work to
make sure we find the areas that we
need to continue the lessons that we
learned, that we need to put into place,
into statute, and to take care of things
that need to be taken care of.

What we don’t need to do is allow the
carte blanche, 3-year open emergency
pandemic that we know has had issues,
as well. I mean, we always talk about
the things we want to keep. We can
talk about those and work on them.

The things that we need to address,
using telehealth to divert controlled
substances, we know that that has
taken place. There are examples of
that. We absolutely need to address
that.

I will pledge that we will work, on
our side of the aisle, with our friends
on the other side of the aisle to find
things to make sure that we continue
to address the fact that we still have
COVID-19.

One thing to note is we are still
going to have COVID-19, and we don’t
need it coming across our borders. Be-
cause we are doing this, we also still
need to keep title 42 in place.

I look forward to working together.
This is necessary. It has moved this ad-
ministration, hopefully, forward. We
can say that, May 11, we move forward
on this. I am proud to be the sponsor of
it, and I urge my colleagues to support
it.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.

Pursuant to House Resolution 75, the
previous question is ordered on the bill.
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The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Mr. MOSKOWITZ. Mr. Speaker, I
have a motion to recommit at the
desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Moskowitz moves to recommit the bill
H.R. 382 to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. MOSKOWITZ is as follows:

Mr. Moskowitz moves to recommit the bill
H.R. 382 to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce with instructions to report the
same back to the House forthwith, with the
following amendment:

Add at the end the following new section:
SEC. 3. EFFECTIVE DATE.

The provisions of this Act shall not take
effect until the date on which the Secretary
of Health and Human Services submits to
Congress a certification that such provisions
will not result in any negative impact to any
individual entitled to benefits under part A
or enrolled under part B of title XVIII of the
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395 et seq.).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 2(b) of rule XIX, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the motion
to recommit.

The question is on the motion to re-
commit.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question are post-
poned.

——

FREEDOM FOR HEALTH CARE
WORKERS ACT

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to House Resolution 75, I call up
the bill (H.R. 497) to eliminate the
COVID-19 vaccine mandate on health
care providers furnishing items and
services under certain Federal health
care programs, and ask for its imme-
diate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 75, the bill is
considered read.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 497

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Freedom for

Health Care Workers Act”.

SEC. 2. ELIMINATING THE COVID-19 VACCINE
MANDATE ON HEALTH CARE PRO-
VIDERS FURNISHING ITEMS AND
SERVICES UNDER CERTAIN FED-

ERAL HEALTH CARE PROGRAMS.
The Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices may not implement, enforce, or other-
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wise give effect to the rule entitled ‘‘Medi-
care and Medicaid Programs; Omnibus
COVID-19 Health Care Staff Vaccination”
published by the Department of Health and
Human Services on November 5, 2021 (86 Fed.
Reg. 615655) and may not promulgate any sub-
stantially similar rule.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill
shall be debatable for 1 hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce or
their respective designees.

The gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
BucsHON) and the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) each will control
30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. BUCSHON).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks on the legis-
lation and to insert extraneous mate-
rial on H.R. 497.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Indiana?

There was no objection.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 497, the Freedom for Health
Care Workers Act, introduced by my
Energy and Commerce Committee col-
league Representative DUNCAN.

I want to start by making one thing
clear: I believe in the safety and effec-
tiveness of vaccines. I am a physician.
I am pro-vaccine. At the same time, I
am conservative, and I believe in indi-
vidual choice. It is my firm conviction
that, whenever possible, the Federal
Government should leave decision-
making to State or local authorities.

Additionally, my background in med-
icine has informed my belief that med-
ical decisions are extremely personal
and should be made by individuals in
consultation with their doctors.

So, at the end of 2021, when the Cen-
ters for Medicare and Medicaid Serv-
ices announced a decision to mandate
that healthcare workers receive a
COVID-19 vaccine to remain employed,
I opposed the decision. I believed this
move by the Biden administration to
be unnecessary, inappropriate, and a
net harm to our healthcare system as a
whole.

That is why my colleague VERN
BUCHANAN and I led a letter with 113
other Members outlining our opposi-
tion to the mandate and our concerns.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
that letter in opposition to the man-
date.

CONGRES OF THE UNITED STATES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, December 6, 2021.
Hon. CHIQUITA BROOKS-LASURE,
Administrator, Centers for Medicare & Medicaid
Services, Baltimore, MD.

DEAR ADMINISTRATOR BROOKS-LASURE: The
COVID-19 pandemic has taken a significant
toll on the American public both physically
and emotionally for almost two years. In
that time, though, multiple vaccines have
become widely available for those wishing to
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be vaccinated. According to the Mayo Clinic,
nearly 60 percent of the United States popu-
lation over the age of 12 is fully vaccinated,
including over 83 percent of the Medicare-
aged population.

Thankfully, the United States has seen an
overall decrease in new COVID-19 infections,
hospitalizations and deaths since vaccines
became readily available, and while we are
not yet out of the woods, many are saying
the end of the pandemic is in sight. Former
Food and Drug Administration Commis-
sioner Scott Gottlieb, M.D. recently stated
the pandemic ‘‘may well be over” by Janu-
ary 4, which is the deadline the Centers for
Medicare and Medicaid Services (CMS) set
for complying with either its vaccination
mandate or enforcing the continued use of
masks and weekly testing.

At a time when we are facing a growing
health care workforce shortage—including a
projected physician shortage of more than
100,000 by 2034—implementing a federal vac-
cine mandate will only serve to exacerbate
the problem. By your own admission,
“[t]These requirements will apply to approxi-
mately 76,000 providers and cover over 17
million health care workers across the coun-
try.” It is difficult, if not impossible, to rec-
oncile the rationale for implementing a man-
date like this at the tail end of the pandemic
while we, as a nation, are struggling to staff
hospitals, physician offices and other ancil-
lary providers.

We fully support your agency’s goal of
“[elnsuring patient safety and protection,”
but if seniors are unable to access care be-
cause their provider no longer participates in
the Medicare program, this rule will under-
mine its stated goal. By subjecting providers
to egregious federal overreach, our nation’s
most vulnerable populations will be at risk
and America’s seniors will bear the brunt of
any provider loss due to non-compliance
with this heavy-handed and constitutionally
dubious vaccine mandate. Americans are
quitting their jobs at a record pace, and this
new federal mandate will only make matters
worse and keep more Americans out of the
workforce.

There are over 54 million Medicare-aged
Americans, and it is our duty as Members of
Congress representing those seniors to en-
sure they maintain access to their preferred
health care provider. This is especially true
when that means opposing an administrative
agency’s actions that will lead to fewer op-
tions for our constituents; longer wait times;
and the inevitability of adverse health out-
comes due to fewer available providers.

We strongly urge you to abandon imple-
menting this onerous new rule and instead
heed current statistics that show seniors are
vaccinated at a higher rate than the rest of
the population of vaccinated Americans
while also uniquely vulnerable to disruptions
in the health care system and consider the
potentially negative consequences this man-
date will have on the size and strength of our
health care workforce. To truly ensure pa-
tient safety and protection, we must pre-
serve Americans’ access to their preferred
providers rather than impose a new one-size-
fits-all federal mandate on our nation’s
health care providers at a time when they
can least afford it.

Sincerely,

Vern Buchanan, Elise Stefanik, Jeff Dun-
can, Jodey V. Arrington, Mike Kelly, Larry
Bucshon, M.D., Jim Banks, Brett Guthrie,
Jackie Walorski, David B. McKinley, P.E.,
Gus M. Bilirakis, Bill Johnson, Debbie
Lesko, Dan Crenshaw, Bill Posey, Bob Gibbs,
Ralph Norman, John Joyce, M.D.,
Markwayne Mullin, Earl L. “Buddy’’ Carter,
Michael Waltz, Doug Lamborn, Randy
Feenstra, Neal P. Dunn, M.D., Brian Mast,
Robert E. Latta.
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Guy Reschenthaler, Kelly Armstrong, Wil-
liam Timmons, Gregory F. Murphy, M.D.,
Mike Johnson, Beth Van Duyne, Darin
LaHood, Warren Davidson, Brian Babin,
D.D.S., Brad R. Wenstrup, D.P.M., Glen
Grothman, John H. Rutherford, Adrian
Smith, Fred Keller, Jack Bergman, Michelle
Steel, Kevin Hern, Dan Newhouse, Michael
Cloud, Troy Balderson, A. Drew Ferguson,
IV, D.M.D., John Moolenaar, Tim Burchett,
C. Scott Franklin, Barry Moore, Tom
McClintock, Eric A. “‘Rick” Crawford, Ronny
L. Jackson, M.D., Jody Hice, Diana
Harshbarger, Parm.D., Jason Smith, Tom
Rice.

Tom Reed, Carlos Gimenez, Pete Sessions,
Greg Pence, Ben Cline, Glenn “GT’’ Thomp-
son, Mariannette J. Miller-Meeks, M.D.,
Claudia Tenney, Mike Rogers, Ron Estes,
Ted Budd, Andy Harris, M.D., David Kustoff,
Steve Chabot, Michael Guest, W. Gregory
Steube, Randy K. Weber, Majorie Taylor
Green, Lance Gooden, Pat Fallon, Michael C.
Burgess, M.D., Kat Cammack, Andy Biggs,
Carol D. Miller, Andrew S. Clyde, Devin
Nunes, Stephanie Bice, Tracey Mann, Daniel
Webster, Mary Miller, Darrell Issa, Rodney
Dayvis.

Lisa McClain, Richard Hudson, Ann Wag-
ner, Mario Diaz-Balart, Lloyd Smucker, Jeff
Fortenberry, Dan Bishop, Jim Baird, John
Rose, Louie Gohmert, David Schweikert,
Rick W. Allen, Bill Huizenga, Bryon Donalds,
Bruce Westerman, Andrew R. Garbarino,
Nancy Mace, Vicky Hartzler, Steven M.
Palazzo, Jake LaTurner, Chuck
Fleischmann, Tom Emmer, Austin Scott,
Trey Hollingsworth, Mike Bost.

Mr. BUCSHON. The move was un-
precedented. CMS does not impose such
a mandate for any other vaccine. Fur-
thermore, the vaccine, while effective
at preventing severe disease and death,
is not shown to totally prevent trans-
mission of the virus.

It was difficult, if not impossible, to
reconcile the rationale for imple-
menting a mandate like this at the tail
end of the pandemic while we as a Na-
tion are struggling to staff hospitals,
physician offices, and other ancillary
providers.

Our Nation’s healthcare system was
already facing a growing healthcare
workforce shortage, including a pro-
jected physician shortage of more than
100,000 by 2034. I was worried—and, in-
deed, we saw it play out—that imple-
menting a Federal vaccine mandate
would only serve to exacerbate the
problem.

For example, in my home State, Indi-
ana University lost 1256 employees as a
direct result of the vaccine require-
ment, and that is just one small exam-
ple. Thousands of individuals across
the country either resigned or were let
go due to this mandate.

Now, over a year later, despite sev-
eral lawsuits rising through the courts
questioning the validity of this exact
rule, the Biden administration con-
tinues to enforce this mandate.

Today’s bill does what the Biden ad-
ministration will not. It ends the oner-
ous mandate imposed by a Federal
Government agency on the American
people. It provides important auton-
omy to healthcare workers and critical
relief to hospitals and other facilities
that continue to face staff shortages.

My Democratic colleagues will say
that this mandate was worth it, that
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repealing it will hurt healthcare work-
ers or patients they serve. I haven’t
seen any data to suggest that.

What we do know is that 95 percent
of Americans have either been vac-
cinated or had COVID-19. We know the
vaccine no longer totally prevents
transmission of COVID-19.

CMS’ vaccine mandate won’t end
with the public health emergency on
May 11 or sooner if the previous bill
that we just debated goes into law. It
will go on indefinitely unless the ad-
ministration rescinds it or Congress
takes action.

Given that the administration
threatened to veto this legislation, it
doesn’t seem like they plan to reverse
course, so Congress must step in.

We are not taking away anyone’s
ability to get vaccinated. Healthcare
workers can and should protect them-
selves, including getting vaccinated if
they choose. Nor are we taking away
the ability of individual health systems
to make decisions about what vaccina-
tions they may require.

O 1515

For instance, many healthcare sys-
tems have required employees to get a
flu shot for many years. The Federal
Government simply shouldn’t demand
they do so.

Federal bureaucrats in Washington,
D.C., do not know the needs of Hoosiers
in my district or many Americans
across the country and must not be al-
lowed to make medical decisions on
their behalf.

Mr. Speaker, for all of these reasons,
I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
497 here today, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
opposition to H.R. 497, a bill I consider
reckless that endangers the health and
well-being of Americans. With this leg-
islation, House Republicans are putting
politics over science. The legislation
would eliminate the COVID-19 vaccine
requirement for healthcare workers. It
ignores the fact that vaccination of
healthcare workers saves lives and pro-
tects the most vulnerable.

The bill has had no hearings, no
markups, no opportunity to examine
its impact on our healthcare system. It
is what we call regular order. But I am
not saying that it should have had
hearings or markups in committee just
for regular order. I believe that if Re-
publicans had taken the time to solicit
input on this bill, they would have
heard from healthcare leaders that
H.R. 497 will jeopardize the health and
safety of providers, patients, and their
families. That is why we have com-
mittee hearings. That is why we have
committee markups, to hear and get
input from our constituents.

COVID-19 vaccines are safe and effec-
tive, and they have been essential to
saving lives, rebuilding our economy,
and protecting the health of our com-
munities. More than 668 million
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COVID-19 vaccine doses have been ad-
ministered here in the United States,
which has resulted in 120 million fewer
COVID-19 infections, 18.5 million fewer
hospitalizations, and 3.2 million lives
saved.

These vaccines are especially vital to
protecting the most vulnerable in our
community, including seniors, people
with disabilities, and people living in
nursing homes. The public health data
clearly shows that increased vaccina-
tion in nursing homes has prevented
additional hospitalizations and saved
lives. New deaths among nursing home
residents decreased by 83 percent once
vaccination efforts began.

We also know that vaccination of
healthcare providers has protected our
healthcare workforce and saved lives
by ensuring that patients can receive
safe, essential, and timely care. Prior
to the availability of COVID-19 vac-
cines, healthcare providers were at
higher risk of becoming infected with
COVID-19, endangering themselves and
their families while leaving patients
without access to care when they need-
ed it most. That is why more than 50
healthcare organizations representing
doctors, nurses, and hospitals, agree
that requiring COVID-19 vaccination of
healthcare workers saves lives and im-
proves health outcomes.

My colleague from Indiana men-
tioned the U.S. Supreme Court. They
actually upheld the vaccine mandate
for healthcare workers.

Mr. Speaker, vaccines mandates are
also not new. Healthcare workers are
often required to receive vaccinations
for a variety of infectious diseases.
Many States have requirements that
healthcare workers be vaccinated
against communicable diseases like
hepatitis, flu, and measles, mumps, or
rubella.

Why wouldn’t we want the same re-
quirements to prevent the continued
spread of COVID-19, especially amongst
our most vulnerable?

Again, in response to my colleague
from Indiana, the healthcare workforce
has grown since the vaccine require-
ment, with more healthcare providers
and staff employed, for example, on De-
cember 10, 2022, than prior to when the
COVID-19 vaccine requirement went
into effect. As of December 2022, em-
ployment in the healthcare sector was
1.2 percent higher than the previous
peak of February 2020.

Data shows requiring COVID-19 vac-
cination of healthcare workers did not
contribute to worsening of staffing
shortages in nursing homes. Nursing
homes who were experiencing staffing
shortages prior to COVID-19 had staff-
ing levels remain stable after the
COVID-19 vaccine requirement went
into effect.

But I have to say, I was most dis-
appointed yesterday. Yesterday, I was
at the Rules Committee, last evening,
where some of my Republican col-
leagues chose to ignore the broad-based
scientific and medical consensus that
the COVID-19 vaccine is safe and effec-
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tive at reducing deaths and hospitaliza-
tions. Instead, some of my Republican
colleagues chose to spend their time
entertaining fringe theories about vac-
cine side effects and propagating vac-
cine myths, despite the fact that mil-
lions of Americans have received the
COVID-19 vaccine safely and with no
effect on their health.

It is just truly disappointing to me
that this is what we have come to in
the United States Congress. The last
thing that I want on either side of this
aisle is for any of us to make state-
ments on this floor—and I know you
are not saying that, my colleague from
Indiana—but I am just so afraid that so
much of this rhetoric, particularly last
night in the Rules Committee, is giving
the impression to the public that they
shouldn’t take the vaccine. If you lis-
tened to the Rules Committee last
night and the Republican comments,
you would have assumed that; you
would suggest that. I think it is very
dangerous. People should be taking the
vaccine.

Finally, this legislation, I want to
say, is also a distraction from Repub-
licans’ true agenda on healthcare,
which they are continuing to work on
behind closed doors, and that is to cut
healthcare and retirement for millions
of Americans. Republicans have repeat-
edly pledged that they will refuse to
raise the debt limit unless they can cut
Social Security, Medicare, Medicaid,
and other vital programs. They are so
determined to cut Americans’
healthcare that they are willing to
recklessly risk defaulting on the na-
tional debt and wreaking havoc on the
economy in order to do so.

If successful, their actions will result
in millions of Americans losing bene-
fits and lifesaving protections, includ-
ing seniors, children with complex
medical needs, people with disabilities,
and pregnant and postpartum women.
This is unconscionable.

I want to underscore that Democrats
will not fall for this manufactured cri-
sis, and we will not, under any cir-
cumstances, agree to cut these vital
programs.

I hope I am wrong. I hope I won’t see
the other side moving toward these
types of cuts. They are unacceptable to
us.

I would just say, Democrats are com-
mitted to putting families first. We
will continue to follow the science to
fight COVID-19. We will build on the
success of the most productive Demo-
cratic Congress in modern history and
fight to ensure that Americans have
access to affordable and quality
healthcare, further lower healthcare,
and prescription drug costs, and sup-
port our healthcare workforce.

This legislation is dangerous, and I
strongly urge my colleagues to oppose
it.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I just
want to remind everyone that I am a
physician, and I support vaccination. I
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just don’t support the Federal Govern-
ment mandating it. If local facilities
want to mandate vaccination, that is
up to them. I just don’t believe the
Federal Government at CMS should do
it. Also, in recent history, the only
ones who have cut Medicare are the ad-
ministration and the Democrats, not
Republicans.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
DUNCAN), the primary sponsor of the
bill.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of my legislation to end Joe
Biden’s COVID-19 vaccine mandate for
our Nation’s healthcare workers.

We have had a lot of debate and con-
versation, and we have learned a lot
about COVID since 2020. I am proud to
continue our work from last Congress
to end this mandate, and I will not stop
leading the charge until this require-
ment is lifted.

No American should be forced to
choose between receiving a COVID shot
or losing their livelihood. But CMS
uses the purse strings of forced policies
on healthcare systems. I have serious
concerns regarding the practicality, ef-
ficacy, and morality of a vaccine man-
date for healthcare providers.

The CMS mandate is one of the
strictest mandates the Biden adminis-
tration has implemented. With few per-
missible exceptions for healthcare
workers, this mandate has only created
resentment and distrust toward the
government and loss of jobs, nursing
jobs, CNA jobs, often replaced with
traveling nurses being paid a higher
rate, a higher cost for the taxpayers
and the hospitals.

Joe Biden’s draconian vaccine man-
date is unscientific, un-American, and
is deeply damaging to healthcare work-
ers as we already face a nationwide
shortage.

CMS’s one-size-fits-all vaccine man-
date exacerbates the ongoing staffing
shortage by limiting the ability of
healthcare providers to make impor-
tant accommodations and set stand-
ards for their employees based on their
staffing needs.

No American should stand for this
type of authoritarianism that is a det-
riment to our healthcare system.

Last night, the Biden administration
threatened to veto this legislation. The
administration went on and on about
protecting individuals from COVID-19,
but there was no mention that the
COVID-19 vaccine prevents trans-
mission. That is because the CDC has
confirmed that the shot does not pre-
vent transmission.

Let’s follow the science here and
allow individuals to make choices for
themselves.

I encourage my colleagues to support
my legislation, the Freedom for Health
Care Workers Act, and give medical
freedom back to our Nation’s
healthcare workers and let them get
back to work.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY), who is the
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Ranking Member of our Subcommittee
on Innovation, Data, and Commerce.

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding to
me.

The Freedom for Health Care Work-
ers Act. Really? Freedom? Freedom
from what?

We know that vaccine mandates are
absolutely not new, and healthcare
workers are often required to get vac-
cinated against infectious diseases, for
various diseases. During the pandemic,
the COVID-19 vaccine allowed our he-
roic nurses and healthcare workers to
save lives and protect the most vulner-
able, including senior citizens.

But, you know, we are not done with
it yet. People are still getting sick and
dying. If you have a loved one in a
nursing home, if you know people, peo-
ple you care about, that are
immunocompromised, if you have a
child who is in fragile health, don’t you
want to make sure that when you seek
care, that the nurse that is going to be
serving them, that the healthcare pro-
vider, is going to be safe and not bring
that disease, not bring COVID to them?

I think this is really a serious mis-
take that we are making. This is not
about freedom. This is about
healthcare. Doctors, nurses, hospitals,
and the American Medical Society be-
lieve that requiring COVID-19 vaccines
for healthcare workers saves lives.

Let’s do that. Let’s save lives. Vote
“no”’ on this legislation.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I just
want to remind everyone that CMS
doesn’t mandate any other vaccine,
and this also doesn’t preclude local
hospital systems, local governments,
or State governments from mandating
a vaccine.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. GUTH-
RIE), the chairman of the Energy and
Commerce Subcommittee on Health.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 497, introduced
by my good friend from South Caro-
lina, Mr. DUNCAN.

I strongly support this legislation,
which would immediately repeal the
Biden administration’s vaccine man-
dates for all healthcare workers work-
ing in Centers for Medicare and Med-
icaid Services-regulated facilities.

CMS officials decided in November of
2021 to tell doctors, nurses, chefs, phys-
ical therapists, and anyone else work-
ing in the facility that sees Medicare
and Medicaid patients that they needed
to be vaccinated against COVID-19 or
lose their job.

This unprecedented, one-size-fits-all
mandate came at a time in which
healthcare workforce shortages are
still challenging healthcare providers
all over. This is the only such vaccine
mandate in effect by CMS.

This overreaching decision requires
affected facilities to be 100 percent
compliant or risk significant civil
monetary penalties, losing payment on
new patients, or even the ability to bill
Medicare or Medicaid at all. More con-
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sequentially, this misguided policy was
issued at a time in which the United
States is facing perhaps the worst
healthcare workforce shortages in his-
tory. In the long-term care industry
alone, there are 210,000 fewer jobs now
than at the beginning of the pandemic
in March of 2020.

We have all read about and heard di-
rectly from constituents about the im-
pact this policy had in someone’s em-
ployment status. The forced choice be-
tween getting the jab or losing your
job has undoubtedly contributed to an
already depleted healthcare workforce
nationally and will continue to threat-
en patient access to high-quality care.

Mr. Speaker, I oppose this mandate,
and I encourage my colleagues to sup-
port this legislation.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. CASTOR), who is the rank-
ing member of our Subcommittee on
Oversight and Investigations.

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I rise in strong opposition to H.R. 497,
which would actually endanger the
lives of frontline healthcare workers,
patients, and their families.

We have been fighting the COVID-19
pandemic now for mnearly 3 years.

Sadly, we have lost over 1 million
Americans to this horrendous
coronavirus.

Thankfully, we have turned the cor-
ner, in large part by making safe, effec-
tive, and rigorously tested vaccina-
tions available to all Americans. These
lifesaving vaccines help save lives.
They help prevent unnecessary hos-
pitalizations and severe illness, as well.

Perhaps nowhere is vaccination more
important than for our healthcare he-
roes who care for our neighbors every
day. Vaccination is a vital tool to pro-
tect them and to help end the pan-
demic.
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Don’t take it from me. Listen to the
American Medical Association and the
American Academy of Family Physi-
cians who support the vaccination for
healthcare workers.

They say that halting vaccination for
healthcare professionals would se-
verely and irreparably harm patients
and undermine the patient-public in-
terest.

They say the science is clear: No ar-
guments against the need for vaccina-
tion are medically valid. Vaccines are
our way out of the pandemic. No other
measure has been shown to reduce hos-
pitalizations, severe disease, and death
to the degree that vaccination does. We
must continue to let science lead the
way.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my Republican
colleagues not to confuse Americans,
or worse, endanger their lives. Vote
“no’” on this reckless bill.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I sup-
port vaccination of healthcare workers.
I just don’t think that CMS should be
mandating it nationally.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. CARTER),
a pharmacist.
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Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to speak in favor
of H.R. 497, the Freedom for Health
Care Workers Act. When President
Biden, Mr. Speaker, admitted that
there is no Federal solution to COVID-
19, he admitted that these vaccine
mandates are not about public health.
They are about control.

Nowhere in America, especially in
Georgia’s First Congressional District,
should workers have to choose between
a vaccine and their job.

As a pharmacist, I trust patients to
work with medical professionals and
their families to make the vaccine de-
cision that works best for them and
their health.

Listen, Mr. Speaker, I chose to par-
ticipate in the trials, in the vaccine
trials. I volunteered to do that because
I trust the process. But that was my
decision, and no one else’s, as it should
be.

A decision to receive a vaccine is a
personal one and should only be done
in consultation with a trusted
healthcare professional. This mandate
has also exacerbated our healthcare
worker shortages and could cost pa-
tients’ lives instead of saving them.

We need policies that empower work-
ers to work, businessowners to inno-
vate, and patients to foster relation-
ships with their healthcare profes-
sionals, not one-size-fits-all mandates
that are nothing short of government
overreach in its most tyrannical form.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Representative
DUNCAN and Chairman RODGERS for
working together on this legislation,
and I encourage my colleagues to sup-
port this bill.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROBERT GARCIA).

Mr. ROBERT GARCIA of California.
Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Ranking
Member PALLONE for yielding his time
and for his leadership in this legisla-
tive body.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to discuss
the so-called Freedom for Health Care
Workers Act. This legislation is an at-
tack on public health and will endan-
ger the lives of medical personnel and
patients. Why should we remove vac-
cine protections for nurses and medical
workers in our hospital and clinical
settings?

This bill is not supported by our pub-
lic health officials and certainly not
supported by our nurses on the ground.
Why would we endanger vulnerable
populations? This is cruel and irra-
tional.

Over 1 million people have died in
this country due to the pandemic,
many of them nurses and healthcare
workers. One of them was my mother,
Gaby Elena O’Donnell.

My mom was my rock. She was a
kind, loving, and strong immigrant
woman who dedicated her life to serv-
ing her country and community. She
served our country as a frontline
healthcare worker. My mom also
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taught me what real patriotism is, it is
serving your neighbors through service
and giving back to your country.

She was on the front lines of this
pandemic helping as many people as
possible. In the summer of 2020, my
mom lost her life to COVID-19.

This vaccine could have saved my
mom’s life, but it was not yet avail-
able. I made a promise to my mom and
to my community to fight for legisla-
tion that would protect them and keep
them from the pandemic and Kkeep
them healthy.

No other family should have to go
through what mine did and millions of
others had to go through in this coun-
try. We know, due to science, that the
vaccine saves lives, and our medical
workers should be able to go to work
knowing that their lives won’t be en-
dangered due to the service they are
giving to our country. Vaccinating hos-
pital and healthcare workers is a basic
form of protection that they all de-
serve.

Mr. Speaker, for this reason, I urge
my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’” on the
Freedom for Health Care Workers Act.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, no one
is endangered by this legislation. As I
have said before, it doesn’t prevent
healthcare facilities from requiring a
COVID vaccine for their employees.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. PFLUGER).

Mr. PFLUGER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague for yielding. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today in strong support of H.R.
497, Freedom for Health Care Workers
Act. I would also like to offer my con-
dolences to my colleague on the other
side of the aisle for the loss of his
mother. I think that, you know, in a
stark contrast of what CMS is doing to
mandate this, which is the only vac-
cine that is mandated, what we should
be doing is investigating the origins of
COVID, the billions of dollars that
have been spent, the countless lives
that have been lost.

I am proud to serve on Energy and
Commerce, to be the only rural Texan
serving on that committee. Growing up
in rural Texas, it gave me a strong ap-
preciation for healthcare, for workers
just like my colleague’s mother, the
heroes that were on the front line dur-
ing the pandemic and those that have
served as doctors and nurses in Texas,
quite literally, saving lives every sin-
gle day.

We are facing a massive shortage of
healthcare workers throughout our Na-
tion, and, unfortunately, this crisis is
amplified in rural America.

Rural healthcare workers and pro-
viders are among the most negatively
impacted by the President’s tyrannical
COVID vaccine mandate, which re-
mains in effect for Medicare and Med-
icaid-certified providers.

The Biden administration should not
be forcing American workers to take
the vaccine or face the possibility of
losing their job. Instead, they should
be listening to the reasons that so
many people in my district, through-
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out the State of Texas, and throughout
the country, quite frankly, may not
want to take it. That choice should not
have to be made. Unfortunately, the
overreach never ends.

Republicans are standing up today to
free our healthcare heroes from this
unconstitutional mandate. I am proud
to join Representative JEFF DUNCAN on
this legislation, and I urge my col-
leagues to support this bill.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker,
this is another moment that I am on
the floor of the House, and I thank the
ranking member of the Committee on
Energy and Commerce who has been so
dutiful throughout the years that we
suffered, somewhat lonely and some-
what confused, about COVID-19.

We never experienced this trauma. It
certainly brings me to a deep sense of
loss to hear a Member speak about the
loss of his mother. These are personal
matters for many of us, some having
lost dear friends, but nothing can
equate to losing a beloved loved one.

So when we stand on the floor, we
speak with a sense of compassion and
concern. I think it is certainly fine for
there to be individual—I turn the card.
I flip the coin—individual examples of
individuals seeking not to be vac-
cinated. They can find medical facili-
ties that would allow them to work

there.
It is no doubt that the actions of the
Biden administration saved lives.

There is no doubt that, on our side of
this issue, 50 healthcare organizations,
professional societies, and others, be-
lieve that vaccinations helped
healthcare workers save their own
lives and save the lives of others.

It is well-known that prior to the
widespread availability of the COVID-
19 vaccine, healthcare workers in the
United States were more than three
times more likely to die. I have seen it
myself. In my community, the Texas
Medical Center, all of the beds in every
medical facility within the reach of my
district and others had people in hall-
ways, in emergency rooms, individuals
who couldn’t see their loved ones take
their last breaths; individuals who flew
in from other jurisdictions, other
States, desperate to get the care they
thought was here in Houston, Texas be-
cause, yes, we did have the ability to
save lives with the medical technology
that we were using.

Many States have requirements that
healthcare workers be vaccinated
against many things: hepatitis, flu,
measles, mumps, or rubella. Why are
we trying to stand against COVID-19 in
this long litany of infectious diseases?
COVID-19 vaccines have resulted in 120
million fewer cases and 18.5 million
less hospitalizations and saved $1.15
trillion.

So if we just talked about the num-
bers, that in and of itself would say
that this legislation is wrongheaded,
but it is also important to recognize
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that the Mental Health America, 76
percent of the respondents were wor-
ried about bringing COVID home to
their children.

These are healthcare professionals.
We know of some of them who died, un-
fortunately, because they got COVID,
and they didn’t even see their families
because of this whole issue of sepa-
rating people who had COVID. Half of
the respondents worried about bringing
COVID to their partners or an older
family member.

Many U.S. physicians found that the
portion of the day spent treating
COVID-19 patients was associated with
higher PTSD scores, depression, and
anxiety. This was not a fun time, but it
was the commitment of medical profes-
sionals and those who wanted to be
saved to use the vaccines and use all
precautions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ELLZEY). The time of the gentlewoman
has expired.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker,
these medical professionals in the
early stages were suffering from higher
PTSD scores, depression, and anxiety.
Many healthcare workers at the begin-
ning of the pandemic saw workers get
sick and die from COVID almost right
in front of them, and this contributed
to their increased stress and anxiety.

We did push them to the limit when
we didn’t have massive testing or mas-
sive vaccines, I hate to say it, in the
past administration. According to the
University of Chicago, it was found
that an increase in staff vaccination
rates resulted in fewer COVID cases
among staff and patients.

My final words, Mr. Speaker, is,
yeah, this is a free country. Laissez-
faire, do as you will, but this mandate
for medical workers saved their lives,
saved patients’ lives, and saved fami-
lies’ lives. I don’t understand why we
are going down this route where soon it
will happen in good time, but since I
remember 6 million dead around the
world as the number that is gleaming
and 1.11 million in the United States,
this legislation is not going in the
right direction. I ask for opposition to
the underlying legislation.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, CMS
mandates one vaccine, COVID-19. They
don’t mandate any other vaccines.
That doesn’t mean healthcare workers
don’t get the COVID-19 vaccine.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Washington (Mrs.
RODGERS), the chairwoman of the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee.

Mrs. RODGERS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I appreciate the leadership of
Dr. BUCSHON and thank him for yield-
ing me the time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this legislation. Representative DUN-
CAN’s bill, H.R. 497, the Freedom for
Health Care Workers Act, and I join in
offering my heartfelt condolences to
the gentleman from California, Rep-
resentative GARCIA, who lost his mom
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early on in this pandemic, early on in
2020.

I also want to note that in November
of 2021, long after the date it became
available, the vaccines did not prevent
the transmission of COVID-19.
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We have known since November 2021
that the vaccines do not prevent trans-
mission of COVID-19, yet the Biden ad-
ministration released their interim
final regulation requiring this vaccina-
tion for all Medicare and Medicaid pro-
viders.

This bill is long overdue to repeal
what is an egregious mandate and to
return the decisionmaking to our
healthcare workers, as well as pro-
viding relief to our healthcare facili-
ties that are struggling to hire front-
line healthcare workers today.

Because of this mandate, facilities
all across this country are being forced
to require all of their employees, in-
cluding support staff such as cooks and
cleaners, to get the COVID-19 vaccina-
tion regardless of whether they even
had the infection prior, or they face
civil monetary penalties, a denial of
payment for new patients, or termi-
nation of their entire Medicare or Med-
icaid provider agreement.

Healthcare workers have been forced
to choose between violating their own
personally held beliefs and their
healthcare decisions informed by their
doctors’ medical advice or potentially
lose their job and livelihood, be forced
to move from their communities, and
struggle to pay their bills during
record-high inflation.

This mandate did not build trust in
the vaccine. It has only further eroded
Americans’ trust in our public health
officials and institutions. The CDC and
other institutions have acknowledged
that the vaccines do not prevent trans-
mission of the COVID-19 virus, which
reinforces that this is just an authori-
tarian mandate and that it does not
protect vulnerable patients.

This is not about science. In Wash-
ington State, the Washington State
Hospital Association estimates that 2
percent of the workforce has been lost
because of this healthcare vaccine
mandate. That may not sound like a
lot, but at a time when we have un-
precedented shortages, we need every
nurse and every doctor available to be
able to be hired and help meet the
needs of patients. This is a burden on
an already struggling system.

There is no reason that this adminis-
tration should continue this policy, but
since they haven’t taken action, Con-
gress must step in again as we did
when we removed the mandate for our
troops last year.

I am hopeful that some of our Demo-
crat colleagues will recognize the toll
of this mandate on this already
stressed workforce and join us in sup-
porting this legislation. Let’s return
critical healthcare decisions to doctors
and their patients. It is time to close
this chapter on the pandemic and the
mandates and start looking ahead.
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Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this legislation.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to correct cer-
tain things that are being said on the
other side of the aisle.

First of all, the fact of the matter is
that the healthcare workforce has
grown since the vaccine requirement.
There are more healthcare workers
now than there were before.

The other thing I keep hearing from
my colleagues on the other side of the
aisle is that the COVID-19 vaccines do
not help prevent infection from the dis-
ease. That is factually incorrect. Al-
though breakthrough infections do
occur, especially with more trans-
missible variants of the disease,
COVID-19 vaccines still help in pre-
venting infection and reduce trans-
mission.

In fact, according to a study released
just this month, it is confirmed that
vaccinated individuals were likely to
be less infectious than unvaccinated in-
dividuals, and the likelihood of trans-
mission fell by 11 percent for each dose
of the vaccine.

Moreover, we know that vaccination
and continued upkeep with boosters
continues to protect the public from
infection. According to CDC, the most
recent COVID-19 boosters cut the like-
lihood of infection by more than one-
half in those who have gotten them.

As I hope none of us will dispute,
even when there is breakthrough infec-
tion, vaccines are safe, effective, and
dramatically reduce the length of ill-
ness. That matters for healthcare
workers because we still have thou-
sands of people hospitalized every day
with COVID-19, cancer, and other grave
illnesses, and without COVID-19 vac-
cines, we would have fewer people there
to take care of them.

COVID-19 vaccines reduce infections,
and they save lives. We can’t let
disinformation dictate our policy
choices in this debate. We have to refer
to the science.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, viral
diseases like measles have been around
for centuries. COVID-19 likely will also
be persistent.

So, when do my Democratic col-
leagues propose that this Federal man-
date end? I propose that we pass this
legislation and end it.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2% minutes to
the gentlewoman from Florida (Mrs.
CAMMACK).

Mrs. CAMMACK. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in strong support of H.R. 497, the Free-
dom for Health Care Workers Act. This
bill would repeal the Federal CMS
mandate imposed on healthcare work-
ers nationwide.

On December 4, 2020, then-President-
elect Joe Biden was asked pointblank
if he would mandate COVID-19 vaccines
for Americans. His answer? ‘“No, I don’t
think it should be mandatory. I
wouldn’t demand it be mandatory.”
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Well, as we came to find out and have
since learned, you can’t take him at
his word. By September 2021, the Presi-
dent’s tone and position on vaccine
mandates did a complete 180. He said
that he was getting impatient and
“frustrated’” with unvaccinated Ameri-
cans. He went so far as to call it “a
pandemic of the unvaccinated.”

Mr. President, I hate to break it to
you, but the American people do not
exist to please you or any President for
that matter. We don’t simply comply
because you are ‘‘frustrated.” Yet, it
was his impatience that led to this vac-
cine mandate.

I don’t know about you, but I am not
sure where in the Constitution the gov-
ernment’s powers over one’s personal
health decisions can be found, but ap-
parently, those signs that we see so
often, particularly outside the Su-
preme Court Chamber in bold letters
screaming, ‘“‘My Body, My Choice,” are
only applicable when it is a certain po-
litical agenda.

What we do know is that the Biden
administration’s authoritarian COVID-
19 vaccine mandate on our dedicated
medical professionals is an absolute
abuse of power. It is an attack on the
personal freedoms of our frontline
workers, and it has certainly unneces-
sarily exacerbated the healthcare
workforce shortage.

This bears repeating: We are not
anti-vaccine. We are anti-mandate. If
you want the vaccine, great. Take it. If
you don’t, then don’t. It shouldn’t be
mandated.

As many of you in this Chamber
know, my husband serves our local
community as a firefighter paramedic.
At the height of COVID, as he was
showing up—not staying home—and
continually responding to 911 calls of
folks who were getting sick, not once
did a patient ask if he was vaccinated.
Not once did they demand that the
firefighters who showed up be vac-
cinated.

When they did answer the call, they
went with honor and diligence, and
they continued to do their job. Not
once did they ask if that patient was
vaccinated. Not once did fellow fire-
fighters ask my husband if he was vac-
cinated.

Likewise, as the hospitals filled up,
doctors, nurses, medics, and EMTs
were working double and triple over-
time, taking care of the sick, com-
forting people who had been left to
take their last breath alone as families
were left outside. They never once de-
manded a vaccinated doctor, never
once asked for a vaccinated nurse.
They were doing their jobs taking care
of them because that is what they do.
These are the frontline workers, and it
is time we stand up for them.

Today, in every congressional dis-
trict in America, hospitals are strug-
gling with staffing shortages. We can
address these shortages by looking to
the thousands of healthcare workers
who were fired or left their job because
of this mandate.
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Let’s stand up to the Big Govern-
ment, one-size-fits-all power grab. It is
wrong. It ends today.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this legislation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. JACOBS).

Ms. JACOBS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Ranking Member PALLONE for his lead-
ership on this issue and for yielding me
time.

Vaccinating healthcare workers
against COVID-19 is a simple and effec-
tive way to save lives. It helped protect
our healthcare workers and the most
vulnerable from serious illness, hos-
pitalization, and death. It has pre-
vented our healthcare workforce short-
age from getting worse by keeping our
workers healthy and able to continue
their essential work.

H.R. 497 is nonsense and would expose
patients to unnecessary risk, all be-
cause Republicans are trying to score
political points.

That is why my motion to recommit
would strike this bill and insert the
Women’s Health Protection Act, legis-
lation that would actually keep the
American people safe and healthy.

Since the Supreme Court overturned
the constitutional right to abortion ac-
cess, 24 States have banned abortion or
are likely to do so. Without Roe, Amer-
icans are now facing a confusing patch-
work of State laws dictating who can
make decisions about their healthcare
and when.

Without Roe, State governments are
forcing pregnancy on people. Maternal
and infant healthcare outcomes are
worsening. It is harder for people to ac-
cess medications to treat arthritis,
cancer, lupus, and more, all because
they are also used for medical abor-
tion.

This is deeply personal for me. As a
33-year-old woman, reproductive
healthcare is my healthcare, as it is for
millions of Americans. I want the free-
dom to be able to make the best
choices for my body and my life, and so
do other Americans.

That is why Congress needs to pass
the Women’s Health Protection Act to
guarantee a pregnant person’s right to
access an abortion and a provider’s
ability to deliver these services, re-
gardless of State laws.

Whether we admit it or not, we all
know that conversations about repro-
ductive healthcare in the House Cham-
ber aren’t reflective of America. In real
America, whether you are living in a
red State or a blue State or a purple
State, the average American wants the
freedom and the ability to make their
own healthcare decisions, including if,
when, and how to have a family.

We saw that clearly reflected in the
midterms, with Americans mobilizing
to defend abortion rights in places as
disparate as California, Vermont,
Michigan, Montana, and Kentucky.
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The American people want the Wom-
en’s Health Protection Act, and the
House should pass it again today.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of the amend-
ment in the RECORD immediately prior
to the vote on the motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Iowa
(Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS), who is a physi-
cian.

Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS. Mr. Speaker,
I thank Dr. BUCSHON for yielding me
time.

Mr. Speaker, before I acknowledge
my support for the Freedom for Health
Care Workers Act, H.R. 497, I want to
respond that as a physician, as a moth-
er, as a working woman my entire life,
and as a former director of public
health, let me just say unequivocally
that the care of ectopic pregnancy is
not an abortion. That is a lie. That is
a misconstruction. I want to put that
to rest right now.

Now, on to H.R. 497. This overdue leg-
islation repeals the Biden administra-
tion’s invasive vaccine mandate for
America’s healthcare workers who
have borne a significant brunt of the
COVID-19 pandemic.

As I have listened to this discourse, 1
thought we were back in 2020. It was
deja vu all over again when we just
started to have vaccines. We are not at
the beginning of a pandemic. We are 2
years, almost 3 years, into a pandemic.

Even before this pandemic, rural
areas in southeastern Iowa, such as in
my district, were already struggling
with maintaining healthcare staffing
levels. Existing challenges were exacer-
bated by the pandemic, which were
then compounded by the vaccine man-
dates.

Healthcare workers, if you will re-
member, Mr. Speaker, were lauded for
over a year for going to work every sin-
gle day. I was part of that, admin-
istering vaccines in all 24 counties in
my district. They were lauded for going
to work, putting themselves and their
families at risk for a novel coronavirus
of which we knew very little.

Yet, even though they put them-
selves and their families at risk, we are
going to insult them by telling them,
despite a plethora of research and data
that infection-acquired immunity can
be even superior to the vaccine, that
we are going to demand that they be
vaccinated even though they worked
over a year with no vaccine available,
putting themselves at risk.

We also have further data after the
delta variant that the COVID-19 vac-
cine does not prevent transmission.
Yes, there is rebound illness. Yes, it
does reduce maybe illness and death,
but it doesn’t prevent transmission.

As a physician, I understand the im-
portance and the meaning of the doc-
tor-patient relationship.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.
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Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 15 seconds to the gentle-
woman from Iowa.

Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS. Healthcare
workers have a variety of knowledge
and information available about the
vaccine, and like any other individual,
they should be able to make healthcare
decisions for themselves with the guid-
ance of their physicians. This vaccine
mandate is almost malpractice.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to support
this repeal through this legislation.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Again, I know that the previous
speaker is a physician, and I respect
her, but I have to continue to point out
that this idea that vaccines don’t help
prevent infection from the disease is
factually incorrect.

I mentioned before various studies,
and I include in the RECORD a study by
Berkeley Lovelace, Jr., that shows that
the vaccine does cut the infection risk.

[From NBC News, Jan. 25, 2023]
UPDATED COVID BOOSTERS CUT THE INFECTION
RISK FROM XBB.1.5 SUBVARIANT BY NEARLY
HALF, CDC FINDS
(By Berkeley Lovelace Jr.)

The updated Covid boosters reduce the risk
of Covid infection from the predominant om-
icron subvariant by nearly half, according to
early data published Wednesday by the Cen-
ters for Disease Control and Prevention.

In adults up to age 49, the latest boosters
from Pfizer-BioNTech and Moderna were 48%
effective against symptomatic infection
from the XBB.1.5 subvariant, the new report
said. As of Jan. 21, that subvariant ac-
counted for about 1 in 2 new cases in the U.S.

Protection was lower in older groups: The
boosters were 40% effective in adults ages 50
to 64 and 43% effective in people 65 and older.

The findings are ‘‘quite reassuring,” Dr.
Brendan Jackson, the head of the CDC’s
Covid response, said on a call with reporters
Wednesday. ‘‘These updated vaccines are pro-
tecting people against the latest Covid-19
variants.”

The Covid boosters were modified in the
summer to target the BA.4 and BA.5 omicron
subvariants, in addition to the original
strain of the coronavirus first identified in
Wuhan, China, in 2019.

BA.5 was the dominant variant in the U.S.
in the fall, but now accounts for only 2% of
new cases.

As of last Wednesday, only about 15% of
people in the U.S. had received an updated
booster, according to CDC data.

“With this data, we see there is a benefit
that might convince some people to sign up
and get a bivalent booster,” said Dr. Peter
Hotez, the co-director of the Center for Vac-
cine Development at Texas Children’s Hos-
pital and the dean of the National School of
Tropical Medicine at the Baylor College of
Medicine in Houston.

The CDC report is based on test results
from more than 29,100 adults with Covid
symptoms who were tested at pharmacies
nationwide from Dec. 1 through Jan. 13.

People who were vaccinated but had not
received the updated booster were compared
to those who got the updated booster in the
previous two to three months. Those who
hadn’t received the updated booster had
their last vaccine dose about 13 months ago,
Ruth Link-Gelles, who heads the CDC’s vac-
cine effectiveness program, said on the call.

The protection provided by the booster is
on par with what’s typically seen with the
flu vaccine. Flu vaccine effectiveness varies
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from season to season, but the shots reduce
the risk of the flu by 40% to 60%, according
to the CDC.

Dr. Greg Poland, the director of the Mayo
Clinic Vaccine Research Group in Rochester,
Minnesota, cautioned that the CDC’s esti-
mate on the updated boosters may be an
overestimate.

People who got the updated boosters are
probably ‘“‘much more likely to wear masks
indoors or restrain their travel or not go to
indoor restaurants,” he said.

He also pointed out that the CDC data
doesn’t capture people who were vaccinated
with the updated booster but were asymp-
tomatic, or people who were sick enough
that they went to the hospital.

Hotez said that while the CDC’s findings
appear promising, he’d like to see data on
how well the boosters perform against symp-
tomatic infections after five or six months.

He said he’d also like to see more data on
how well the updated boosters work against
hospitalization.

Jackson, of the CDC, said on the call that
the agency is releasing data later Wednesday
that found the updated boosters reduced the
risk of death from Covid by nearly
thirteenfold, compared to people who are
unvaccinated.

The data, he said, also found that people
who got the updated booster had more than
twofold lower rates of death from Covid com-
pared to vaccinated people who did not get
it.

The CDC’s report comes a day before a
meeting of the Food and Drug Administra-
tion’s advisory committee that will discuss
simplifying the Covid vaccination schedule.

In a document posted online Monday, the
FDA proposed using the bivalent formula in
all Covid vaccines moving forward, not just
for booster shots.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I in-
clude in the RECORD an article from the
University of California San Francisco
regarding COVID-19 vaccines reducing
transmission.

[From the University of California San
Francisco, Jan. 2, 2023]

COVID-19 VACCINES, PRIOR INFECTION REDUCE
TRANSMISSION OF OMICRON

(By Laura Kurtzman)

Vaccination and boosting, especially when
recent, helped to limit the spread of COVID-
19 in California prisons during the first Omi-
cron wave, according to an analysis by re-
searchers at UC San Francisco that exam-
ined transmission between people living in
the same cell.

The study demonstrates the benefits of
vaccination and boosting, even in settings
where many people are still getting infected,
in reducing transmission. And it shows the
cumulative effects from boosting and the ad-
ditional protection that vaccination gives to
those who were previously infected. The like-
lihood of transmission fell by 11% for each
additional dose.

VACCINES REDUCE RISK OF SERIOUS ILLNESS
FROM OMICRON INFECTION

In dense populations such as prisons, vac-
cines were shown to significantly reduce the
risk of hospitalization and death from Omi-
cron infections.

Of over 20,000 confirmed Omicron infec-
tions in California prisons, there were 31 hos-
pitalizations and no deaths attributed to
COVID-19 infection.

Vaccinated residents with breakthrough
infections were significantly less likely to
transmit them: 28% versus 36% for those who
were unvaccinated.

““A lot of the benefits of vaccines to reduce
infectiousness were from people who had re-
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ceived boosters and people who had been re-
cently vaccinated,” said Nathan Lo, M.D.,
Ph.D, a faculty research fellow in the Divi-
sion of HIV, Infectious Diseases and Global
Medicine at UCSF and the senior author of
the study, published Jan. 2, 2022, in Nature
Medicine. ‘“Our findings are particularly rel-
evant to improving health for the incarcer-
ated population.”

The researchers analyzed deidentified data
collected by the California Department of
Corrections and Rehabilitation (CDCR). This
included COVID-19 test results, vaccine sta-
tus and housing locations for 111,687 resi-
dents, 97% of whom were male, between Dec.
15, 2021, and May 20, 2022.

Breakthrough infections were common, de-
spite the residents’ relatively high vaccina-
tion rate of 81% with the primary vaccine se-
ries. But the rate of serious illness was low.
In just over five months, there were 22,334
confirmed SARS-CoV-2 Omicron infections,
31 hospitalizations and no COVID-19 deaths.

Vaccinated residents with breakthrough
infections were significantly less likely to
transmit them: 28% versus 36% for those who
were unvaccinated. But the likelihood of
transmission grew by 6% for every five
weeks that passed since someone’s last vac-
cine shot.

Natural immunity from a prior infection
also had a protective effect, and the risk of
transmitting the virus was 23% for someone
with a reinfection compared to 33% for some-
one who had never been infected:

“A lot of the benefits of vaccines to reduce
infectiousness were from people who had re-
ceived boosters and people who had been re-
cently vaccinated.””—Nathan Lo, M.D., Ph.D

Those with hybrid immunity, from both in-
fection and vaccination, were 40% less likely
to transmit the virus. Half of that protection
came from the immunity that one acquires
from fighting an infection and the other half
came from being vaccinated.

The researchers said they were gratified to
see that vaccination confers addition protec-
tion even for those who had already been in-
fected, but they were surprised by how much
the infection continued to spread, despite
the residents’ relatively high wvaccination
rates.

‘“‘Regardless of the benefits you see in vac-
cination and prior infection, there is still a
high amount of transmission in this study,”
said Sophia Tan, a researcher in Lo’s lab and
the study’s first author. ‘““We hope these find-
ings can support ongoing efforts to protect
this vulnerable population.”

This includes making efforts to keep resi-
dents current with boosters and increasing
the vaccination rate of the prison staff, only
73 percent of whom had received the primary
series at the time of the study.

The general rate of boosting could also be
improved significantly. At the time of the
study, just 59% of residents and 41% of staff
had received all the doses recommended by
the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention (CDC), based on their age and health
status.

“Within the two months following vaccina-
tion, people are the least infectious, which
indicates that boosters and large timed vac-
cination campaigns may have a role to re-
duce transmission in surges,” Lo said. ‘“‘New
ideas are needed since the risk of infection in
this vulnerable population remains so
great.”

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1% minutes to the gentlewoman from
Georgia (Ms. GREENE).

Ms. GREENE of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in support of the Freedom for
Health Care Workers Act.
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I would like to take a minute to re-
flect on what one of my colleagues was
talking about across the aisle, and that
is about having the ability to choose
when it comes to abortion. Yet, here
are mandates that have been forced on
our healthcare workers since the vac-
cines have been introduced through the
Democrats and through the Biden ad-
ministration, and it has been dev-
astating for our healthcare industry.

It is pretty hypocritical to talk
about abortion rights for healthcare
workers in the workplace when they
are completely against the ability of
healthcare workers, who I would call
the experts—doctors, nurses, and peo-
ple who work in the healthcare field.
They have the right to choose when it
comes to the vaccines.
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Mandates are tyrannical and they
need to end. The COVID pandemic is
over, and I am glad Republicans are
making sure that we declare that this
week on the House floor.

I would also point out that we have a
severe shortage of healthcare workers,
many of whom were heroes who worked
on the front lines saving lives through-
out this pandemic who have said they
don’t want a vaccine, they do not want
to take it, and they want to trust their
own natural immunity. We need to give
these healthcare workers the right to
choose their natural immunity and not
be forced to take a jab or a vaccine
that they know they do not need and
they do not want.

We believe in freedom here in the Re-
publican Conference. We believe in
freedom for Americans. We believe in
freedom for the healthcare workers of
this country.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my time
because I believe the other side has
more speakers.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. ALFORD).

Mr. ALFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 497, the Free-
dom for Health Care Workers Act.

Mr. Speaker, this is not about polit-
ical points. This is about freedom. Our
workers in the healthcare industry
fight every day on the front line for us.
These precious workers should never
have been placed in this position to
choose between a forced medical proce-
dure and losing their employment.

Today, we are going to vote on this
bill. I will tell you the story of Melissa
Thomas from my district. Melissa lives
in Cass County, Missouri. She is a
nurse who has served her community
for more than 40 years. When CMS, a
government bureaucracy, implemented
the vaccine mandate, Melissa was pre-
sented with three different outrageous
choices: to fight for her job, to comply
with the mandate, or be forced out of
the medical field entirely.

Ultimately, Melissa fought. She was
granted an exemption, but Melissa’s
story does not hold true for thousands
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of frontline workers, workers who were
forced out of their jobs, where they
worked for years to protect us.

Today, I urge my colleagues to pass
this bill to end this mandate, to take a
stand. This is a stand for freedom.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 1 minute.

Mr. Speaker, one of the things that
hasn’t come up, and it didn’t come up
in Rules last night as well, we have ex-
emptions for this mandate for people
who have serious religious convictions
or medical reasons to grant an exemp-
tion. No one has mentioned that, but I
think it is important that that exists.

The mandate exists, but at the same
time, if people have serious religious
reservations or they have medical con-
ditions that would result in having an
exemption, those do exist. I think ev-
eryone should understand that.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. VAN DUYNE).

Ms. VAN DUYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of H.R. 497, the
Freedom for Health Care Workers Act.

The people of north Texas have ex-
pressed their opposition to President
Biden’s authoritarian COVID-19 vac-
cine mandate for a variety of reasons.

Today, I would like to highlight the
concerns that I have heard from fire-
fighters and EMTs back home. The
Biden administration’s COVID-19 vac-
cine mandate is not only an overreach
of government power, it has also be-
come a public safety threat.

Since the vaccine mandate took ef-
fect, fire and EMT departments in
north Texas have struggled to fully
staff their departments.

This administration claims the vac-
cine requirement is in place to ensure
patients have access to safe and essen-
tial care, but what about the people
who experience a medical emergency,
dial 911, and must wait longer for care
due to staffing shortages?

Our local firefighters, paramedics,
and EMTs provide lifesaving care. A
fast response time can quite literally
make the difference between life and
death. It is already difficult to recruit
and retain people to work in these
stressful roles. The Federal Govern-
ment shouldn’t make it any harder.

The healthcare system is being over-
burdened by this unnecessary mandate,
which has only worsened the EMS
staffing shortage.

Mr. Speaker, I was proud to cospon-
sor this bill. I urge my colleagues to
join me in voting for H.R. 497 today.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman has additional speakers, I
continue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. MURPHY), who is a physi-
cian.
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Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I speak
on this bill from personal experience
because I am probably the only Mem-
ber in the Chamber who actually fell
under this mandate because I am still
actively practicing, and I am still on
staff at an active medical center.

I have practiced at this one institu-
tion for 30 years. I don’t know how
many calls I got from nurses, people on
the floor taking care of COVID pa-
tients, pleading with me to not be
forced to take this vaccine.

Let me just say, if there were any in-
dividuals who knew what they were
talking about, it was these nurses.
They were actually taking care of
COVID patients. I have been very pro-
vaccine, very pro-vaccine, but I have
said since day one that this is not a de-
cision that should be made between a
government and a citizen, but rather
one made between a doctor and a pa-
tient. It is a medication. There are
risks and benefits that go with this.

Sadly enough, we lost a lot of our
nurses, way too many, because they
chose not to get this. They were young,
of fertility age, and they were fearful.

I am just going to speak to my col-
league’s comments about exemptions.
Yes, there were exemptions, but they
were minute, and I won’t speak about
one institution in specific, but nation-
wide they were oftentimes ignored.
Thirty-year-olds who desired not to get
this vaccine based upon fears about fer-
tility don’t have preexisting medical
conditions.

I think this is the right thing. I am
pro-vaccine, but I do not believe in the
avenue of forced vaccination. I ask my
colleagues to support H.R. 497.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, may 1
inquire as to how much time remains
on each side?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Indiana has 4% minutes
remaining. The gentleman from New
Jersey has 7 minutes remaining.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I stress again that for people who
have serious religious reservations, for
people who have medical conditions,
they can get exemptions from the man-
date.

In addition to that, I know that the
previous gentleman on the Republican
side talked about risks and side effects.
The FDA and CDC have been trans-
parent that there are rare side effects
that may happen to some individuals
when they take the vaccines, but they
and independent health experts all
agree that the benefits of being vac-
cinated far outweigh the risks of any
side effects.

Arguments from the other side of the
aisle insinuating an inflated risk of
side effects also ignore the risks associ-
ated with contracting COVID-19 as an
unvaccinated individual. COVID-19 is a
dangerous disease that has killed over
a million of our fellow Americans, and
the vaccines are safe and effective.
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They are strongly protective against
severe illness and death.

Mr. Speaker, I am very concerned
that some Members use their oppor-
tunity to speak on the floor—and I am
not saying that the people who spoke
here have, but last night I certainly
heard it in the Rules Committee—to
fan the flames of misinformation when
describing the risks of side effects
when the risks of being unvaccinated
are SO grave.

I just think that this is dangerous
and opposed by virtually every public
health and medical organization. They
are saying that they recommend the
vaccine. Again, there may be some rare
side effects. There may be some people
that, you know, would seek to have ex-
emptions. Let’s try to understand that
this is often a difficult situation, but
the bottom line is that vaccines have
saved millions of lives, and we can’t
give the impression that that is not the
case.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 2 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, I say again that I am a
physician. I was a practicing physician
for 15 years before I came into Con-
gress. I am pro-vaccine. I believe that
the COVID-19 vaccine saves lives and
prevents serious illness. I have been
vaccinated myself and boosted. My
family has taken the vaccines.

That is not what this is about, Mr.
Speaker. What this is about is a Fed-
eral mandate to force medical deci-
sions on individual American citizens.

Again, it also doesn’t stop local hos-
pitals, like my hospitals in Evansville,
Indiana, from requiring the COVID-19
vaccine for their employees. I think we
have a disconnect here about what this
legislation is actually about. It is actu-
ally about Federal control at CMS.
Again, CMS has only mandated one
vaccine, and that is the COVID-19 vac-
cine.

Mr. Speaker, I agree with my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
that vaccines save lives, but I also
think it should be a personal choice,
and that is what this is about. We need
to get past this because, as I mentioned
earlier, other viral diseases like the
measles have been around literally for
centuries—centuries—so when does a
Federal vaccine mandate for COVID-19
end?

When do we come to an end point,
say, okay, the risk is so low that we
are not going to mandate from CMS
that you get a medical treatment that
you may not want or you lose your job?

Now, again, I reiterate, if your local
hospital or medical facility says, look,
this is part of our employment require-
ment, okay, that is up to them, but not
the Federal Government.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. ALLEN).

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, the pan-
demic is over. The President said so
himself. So why, then, are our friends
on the other side of the aisle fighting
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to keep in place an authoritarian man-
date on our healthcare workers?

When the Centers for Medicare and
Medicaid Services issued its vaccine
mandate in 2021, the emergency situa-
tion with respect to the delta variant
was cited as its justification. The prob-
lem isn’t just that the delta variant
has come and gone, it is that we have
an administration that has made a
habit out of violating Americans’ basic
freedoms.

Our frontline workers were the he-
roes of the pandemic, but this vaccine
mandate robbed those very workers of
the right to make medical decisions for
themselves.

All of the President’s vaccine man-
dates are wrong. They have been wrong
from the start. Today, House Repub-
licans will begin to set things straight
by prohibiting this administration
from enforcing COVID vaccine man-
dates on our healthcare providers.

During a time of workforce short-
ages, especially among healthcare
staff, no American should be forced to
choose between the jab and the job.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I am
prepared to close, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time to close.

Mr. Speaker, I am just so concerned
that we are seeing another example
here on the floor today of what I call
Republican extremism. Republicans
are keeping up their commitment to
extremism, in my opinion, by attempt-
ing to eliminate the COVID-19 vaccine
requirement for healthcare workers.

Mr. Speaker, this is really dangerous
legislation that is going to strain our
healthcare system, exacerbate existing
staffing shortages, and further limit
American families’ access to
healthcare.

With H.R. 497, the Republicans are
really putting politics over science.
Democrats are committed to putting
families first, where we can continue to
follow the science to fight COVID-19.
We are going to build on the success.
We had a lot of success in the previous
Congress in so many things to make
sure that Americans have access to af-
fordable and quality healthcare, to fur-
ther lower healthcare costs and pre-
scription drug costs, and to support our
healthcare workforce.

Everything that we do here should be
designed to not only prevent infection
but prepare for future types of
pandemics. I am just so concerned be-
cause I listened last night at Rules and
here on the floor, and I just think that
the impression is being given somehow
that maybe people shouldn’t take vac-
cines or that there are risks to vac-
cines that, in my opinion, are being
stated that are way out of proportion
or that somehow there is significant
evidence out there that it doesn’t mat-
ter if you get vaccinated or not because

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

that is not going to cause more infec-
tion.

The bottom line is that this mandate
was put in place for healthcare workers
because the agencies involved that
studied the science at the Federal level
believed that it was going to be a good
thing for the healthcare workers them-
selves, that they wouldn’t get ill and
die, that it would help in preventing
the spread of COVID-19, and that it
would give people a sense of security
knowing that the people that are help-
ing them when they are sick have also
been vaccinated.
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I just don’t understand why all of a
sudden now the Republicans say: Well,
that is not really accurate. Let all the
healthcare workers do whatever they
want.

It makes no sense. I just think it is
politically motivated, if you will, be-
cause they have certain people, I guess,
their base voters, who are anti-vaccina-
tion. But you can’t be anti-vaccination
if you look at the science and what has
been done with these vaccinations that
saved so many lives, to make it so that
now the situation with COVID-19 is
much better than it has been in the
last few years, which is why the Presi-
dent is saying that he can lift the
healthcare emergency.

We have made a lot of progress. We
have made a lot of progress because we
have based our actions on science. To
suggest today that we should eliminate
this mandate, I think is very dan-
gerous.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge my col-
leagues to oppose it, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I reit-
erate again that as a physician, I sup-
port vaccination for healthcare work-
ers if they choose to do so or if their
local medical facility says it is a re-
quirement for them to be employed at
that facility. I just don’t support the
Federal Government mandating it na-
tionwide because they don’t mandate
any other vaccine, and they never have
that I am aware of.

So there are all kinds of other things
in medicine that I wish people would
do:

I wish people would get screened for
colon cancer.

I wish people would get their mam-
mograms.

I wish people would get their pap
smears.

I wish people would get their pros-
tates checked.

The reality is it is a free country. We
are not going to mandate all of those
things, are we?

We could, I guess.

This is just another medical treat-
ment that people should have the free-
dom to choose. The Federal Govern-
ment shouldn’t be mandating it.

Again, I can’t be more clear, and
other doctors that have spoken today
have said, ‘‘we believe in vaccina-
tions.” In fact, we did public service
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announcements supporting it. We just
don’t believe that CMS should be man-
dating this for healthcare workers, and
that this mandate should end.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support H.R. 497, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.

Pursuant to House Resolution 75, the
previous question is ordered on the bill.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Ms. JACOBS. Mr. Speaker, I have a
motion to recommit at the desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ms. Jacobs moves to recommit the bill
H.R. 497 to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

The material previously referred to
by Ms. JACOBS is as follows:

Ms. Jacobs moves to recommit the bill
H.R. 497 to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce with instructions to report the
same back to the House forthwith, with the
following amendment:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “Women’s
Health Protection Act of 2023”.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSE.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds
lowing:

(1) Abortion services are essential to
health care and access to those services is
central to people’s ability to participate
equally in the economic and social life of the
United States. Abortion access allows people
who are pregnant to make their own deci-
sions about their pregnancies, their families,
and their lives.

(2) Since 1973, the Supreme Court repeat-
edly has recognized the constitutional right
to terminate a pregnancy before fetal viabil-
ity, and to terminate a pregnancy after fetal
viability where it is necessary, in the good-
faith medical judgment of the treating
health care professional, for the preservation
of the life or health of the person who is
pregnant.

(3) Nonetheless, access to abortion services
has been obstructed across the United States
in various ways, including blockades of
health care facilities and associated vio-
lence, prohibitions of, and restrictions on,
insurance coverage; parental involvement
laws (notification and consent); restrictions
that shame and stigmatize people seeking
abortion services; and medically unnecessary
regulations that neither confer any health
benefit nor further the safety of abortion
services, but which harm people by delaying,
complicating access to, and reducing the
availability of, abortion services.

(4) Reproductive justice requires every in-
dividual to have the right to make their own
decisions about having children regardless of
their circumstances and without inter-
ference and discrimination. Reproductive
Justice is a human right that can and will be
achieved when all people, regardless of ac-
tual or perceived race, color, national origin,
immigration status, sex (including gender

the fol-
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identity, sex stereotyping, or sexual orienta-
tion), age, or disability status have the eco-
nomic, social, and political power and re-
sources to define and make decisions about
their bodies, health, sexuality, families, and
communities in all areas of their lives, with
dignity and self-determination.

(56) Reproductive justice seeks to address
restrictions on reproductive health, includ-
ing abortion, that perpetuate systems of op-
pression, lack of bodily autonomy, white su-
premacy, and anti-Black racism. This vio-
lent legacy has manifested in policies includ-
ing enslavement, rape, and experimentation
on Black women; forced sterilizations; med-
ical experimentation on low-income women’s
reproductive systems; and the forcible re-
moval of Indigenous children. Access to equi-
table reproductive health care, including
abortion services, has always been deficient
in the United States for Black, Indigenous,
and other People of Color (BIPOC) and their
families.

(6) The legacy of restrictions on reproduc-
tive health, rights, and justice is not a dated
vestige of a dark history. Presently, the
harms of abortion-specific restrictions fall
especially heavily on people with low in-
comes, BIPOC, immigrants, young people,
people with disabilities, and those living in
rural and other medically underserved areas.
Abortion-specific restrictions are even more
compounded by the ongoing criminalization
of people who are pregnant, including those
who are incarcerated, living with HIV, or
with substance-use disorders. These commu-
nities already experience health disparities
due to social, political, and environmental
inequities, and restrictions on abortion serv-
ices exacerbate these harms. Removing
medically unjustified restrictions on abor-
tion services would constitute one important
step on the path toward realizing Reproduc-
tive Justice by ensuring that the full range
of reproductive health care is accessible to
all who need it.

(7) Abortion-specific restrictions are a tool
of gender oppression, as they target health
care services that are used primarily by
women. These paternalistic restrictions rely
on and reinforce harmful stereotypes about
gender roles, women’s decision-making, and
women’s need for protection instead of sup-
port, undermining their ability to control
their own lives and well-being. These restric-
tions harm the basic autonomy, dignity, and
equality of women, and their ability to par-
ticipate in the social and economic life of
the Nation.

(8) The terms ‘“‘woman’ and ‘‘women’’ are
used in this bill to reflect the identity of the
majority of people targeted and affected by
restrictions on abortion services, and to ad-
dress squarely the targeted restrictions on
abortion, which are rooted in misogyny.
However, access to abortion services is crit-
ical to the health of every person capable of
becoming pregnant. This Act is intended to
protect all people with the capacity for preg-
nancy—cisgender women, transgender men,
non-binary individuals, those who identify
with a different gender, and others—who are
unjustly harmed by restrictions on abortion
services.

(9) Since 2011, States and local govern-
ments have passed nearly 500 restrictions
singling out health care providers who offer
abortion services, interfering with their abil-
ity to provide those services and the pa-
tients’ ability to obtain those services.

(10) Many State and local governments
have imposed restrictions on the provision of
abortion services that are neither evidence-
based nor generally applicable to the med-
ical profession or to other medically com-
parable outpatient gynecological procedures,
such as endometrial ablations, dilation and
curettage for reasons other than abortion,
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hysteroscopies, loop electrosurgical excision
procedures, or other analogous non-gyneco-
logical procedures performed in similar out-
patient settings including vasectomy,
sigmoidoscopy, and colonoscopy.

(11) Abortion is essential health care and
one of the safest medical procedures in the
United States. An independent, comprehen-
sive review of the state of science on the
safety and quality of abortion services, pub-
lished by the National Academies of
Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine in 2018,
found that abortion in the United States is
safe and effective and that the biggest
threats to the quality of abortion services in
the United States are State regulations that
create barriers to care. These abortion-spe-
cific restrictions conflict with medical
standards and are not supported by the rec-
ommendations and guidelines issued by lead-
ing reproductive health care professional or-
ganizations including the American College
of Obstetricians and Gynecologists, the Soci-
ety of Family Planning, the National Abor-
tion Federation, the World Health Organiza-
tion, and others.

(12) Many abortion-specific restrictions do
not confer any health or safety benefits on
the patient. Instead, these restrictions have
the purpose and effect of unduly burdening
people’s personal and private medical deci-
sions to end their pregnancies by making ac-
cess to abortion services more difficult,
invasive, and costly, often forcing people to
travel significant distances and make mul-
tiple unnecessary visits to the provider, and
in some cases, foreclosing the option alto-
gether. For example, a 2018 report from the
University of California San Francisco’s Ad-
vancing New Standards in Reproductive
Health research group found that in 27 cities
across the United States, people have to
travel more than 100 miles in any direction
to reach an abortion provider.

(13) An overwhelming majority of abor-
tions in the United States are provided in
clinics, not hospitals, but the large majority
of counties throughout the United States
have no clinics that provide abortion.

(14) These restrictions additionally harm
people’s health by reducing access not only
to abortion services but also to other essen-
tial health care services offered by many of
the providers targeted by the restrictions,
including—

(A) screenings and preventive services, in-
cluding contraceptive services;

(B) testing and treatment for sexually
transmitted infections;

(C) LGBTQ health services; and

(D) referrals for primary care, intimate
partner violence prevention, prenatal care
and adoption services.

(15) The cumulative effect of these numer-
ous restrictions has been to severely limit
the availability of abortion services in some
areas, creating a patchwork system where
access to abortion services is more available
in some States than in others. A 2019 report
from the Government Accountability Office
examining State Medicaid compliance with
abortion coverage requirements analyzed
seven Kkey challenges (identified both by
health care providers and research lit-
erature) and their effect on abortion access,
and found that access to abortion services
varied across the States and even within a
State.

(16) International human rights law recog-
nizes that access to abortion is intrinsically
linked to the rights to life, health, equality
and non-discrimination, privacy, and free-
dom from ill-treatment. United Nations (UN)
human rights treaty monitoring bodies have
found that legal abortion services, like other
reproductive health care services, must be
available, accessible, affordable, acceptable,
and of good quality. UN human rights treaty
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bodies have likewise condemned medically
unnecessary barriers to abortion services, in-
cluding mandatory waiting periods, biased
counseling requirements, and third-party au-
thorization requirements.

(17) Core human rights treaties ratified by
the United States protect access to abortion.
For example, in 2018, the UN Human Rights
Committee, which oversees implementation
of the ICCPR, made clear that the right to
life, enshrined in Article 6 of the ICCPR, at
a minimum requires governments to provide
safe, legal, and effective access to abortion
where a person’s life and health is at risk, or
when carrying a pregnancy to term would
cause substantial pain or suffering. The
Committee stated that governments must
not impose restrictions on abortion which
subject women and girls to physical or men-
tal pain or suffering, discriminate against
them, arbitrarily interfere with their pri-
vacy, or place them at risk of undertaking
unsafe abortions. Furthermore, the Com-
mittee stated that governments should re-
move existing barriers that deny effective
access to safe and legal abortion, refrain
from introducing new barriers to abortion,
and prevent the stigmatization of those
seeking abortion.

(18) UN independent human rights experts
have expressed particular concern about bar-
riers to abortion services in the United
States. For example, at the conclusion of his
2017 visit to the United States, the UN Spe-
cial Rapporteur on extreme poverty and
human rights noted concern that low-income
women face legal and practical obstacles to
exercising their constitutional right to ac-
cess abortion services, trapping many women
in cycles of poverty. Similarly, in May 2020,
the UN Working Group on discrimination
against women and girls, along with other
human rights experts, expressed concern
that some states had manipulated the
COVID-19 crisis to restrict access to abor-
tion, which the experts recognized as ‘‘the
latest example illustrating a pattern of re-
strictions and retrogressions in access to
legal abortion care across the country’ and
reminded U.S. authorities that abortion care
constitutes essential health care that must
remain available during and after the pan-
demic. They noted that barriers to abortion
access exacerbate systemic inequalities and
cause particular harm to marginalized com-
munities, including low-income people, peo-
ple of color, immigrants, people with disabil-
ities, and LGBTQ people.

(19) Abortion-specific restrictions affect
the cost and availability of abortion serv-
ices, and the settings in which abortion serv-
ices are delivered. People travel across State
lines and otherwise engage in interstate
commerce to access this essential medical
care, and more would be forced to do so ab-
sent this Act. Likewise, health care pro-
viders travel across State lines and other-
wise engage in interstate commerce in order
to provide abortion services to patients, and
more would be forced to do so absent this
Act.

(20) Health care providers engage in a form
of economic and commercial activity when
they provide abortion services, and there is
an interstate market for abortion services.

(21) Abortion restrictions substantially af-
fect interstate commerce in numerous ways.
For example, to provide abortion services,
health care providers engage in interstate
commerce to purchase medicine, medical
equipment, and other necessary goods and
services. To provide and assist others in pro-
viding abortion services, health care pro-
viders engage in interstate commerce to ob-
tain and provide training. To provide abor-
tion services, health care providers employ
and obtain commercial services from doc-
tors, nurses, and other personnel who engage
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in interstate commerce and travel across
State lines.

(22) It is difficult and time and resource-
consuming for clinics to challenge State
laws that burden or impede abortion serv-
ices. Litigation that blocks one abortion re-
striction may not prevent a State from
adopting other similarly burdensome abor-
tion restrictions or using different methods
to burden or impede abortion services. There
is a history and pattern of States passing
successive and different laws that unduly
burden abortion services.

(23) When a health care provider ceases
providing abortion services as a result of
burdensome and medically unnecessary regu-
lations, it is often difficult or impossible for
that health care provider to recommence
providing those abortion services, and dif-
ficult or impossible for other health care
providers to provide abortion services that
restore or replace the ceased abortion serv-
ices.

(24) Health care providers are subject to li-
cense laws in various jurisdictions, which are
not affected by this Act except as provided in
this Act.

(25) Congress has the authority to enact
this Act to protect abortion services pursu-
ant to—

(A) its powers under the commerce clause
of section 8 of article I of the Constitution of
the United States;

(B) its powers under section 5 of the Four-
teenth Amendment to the Constitution of
the United States to enforce the provisions
of section 1 of the Fourteenth Amendment;
and

(C) its powers under the necessary and
proper clause of section 8 of Article I of the
Constitution of the United States.

(26) Congress has used its authority in the
past to protect access to abortion services
and health care providers’ ability to provide
abortion services. In the early 1990s, protests
and blockades at health care facilities where
abortion services were provided, and associ-
ated violence, increased dramatically and
reached crisis level, requiring Congressional
action. Congress passed the Freedom of Ac-
cess to Clinic Entrances Act (Public Law 103—
259; 108 Stat. 694) to address that situation
and protect physical access to abortion serv-
ices.

(27) Congressional action is necessary to
put an end to harmful restrictions, to feder-
ally protect access to abortion services for
everyone regardless of where they live, and
to protect the ability of health care pro-
viders to provide these services in a safe and
accessible manner.

(b) PURPOSE.—It is the purpose of this
Act—

(1) to permit health care providers to pro-
vide abortion services without limitations or
requirements that single out the provision of
abortion services for restrictions that are
more burdensome than those restrictions im-
posed on medically comparable procedures,
do not significantly advance reproductive
health or the safety of abortion services, and
make abortion services more difficult to ac-
cess;

(2) to promote access to abortion services
and women’s ability to participate equally in
the economic and social life of the United
States; and

(3) to invoke Congressional authority, in-
cluding the powers of Congress under the
commerce clause of section 8 of article I of
the Constitution of the United States, its
powers under section 5 of the Fourteenth
Amendment to the Constitution of the
United States to enforce the provisions of
section 1 of the Fourteenth Amendment, and
its powers under the necessary and proper
clause of section 8 of article I of the Con-
stitution of the United States.
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SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) ABORTION SERVICES.—The term ‘‘abor-
tion services” means an abortion and any
medical or non-medical services related to
and provided in conjunction with an abortion
(whether or not provided at the same time or
on the same day as the abortion).

(2) GOVERNMENT.—The term ‘‘government’’
includes each branch, department, agency,
instrumentality, and official of the United
States or a State.

(3) HEALTH CARE PROVIDER.—The term
‘“‘health care provider’’ means any entity or
individual (including any physician, certified
nurse-midwife, nurse practitioner, and physi-
cian assistant) that—

(A) is engaged or seeks to engage in the de-
livery of health care services, including
abortion services, and

(B) if required by law or regulation to be li-
censed or certified to engage in the delivery
of such services—

(i) is so licensed or certified, or

(ii) would be so licensed or certified but for
their past, present, or potential provision of
abortion services permitted by section 4.

(4) MEDICALLY COMPARABLE PROCEDURE.—
The term ‘‘medically comparable proce-
dures” means medical procedures that are
similar in terms of health and safety risks to
the patient, complexity, or the clinical set-
ting that is indicated.

(5) PREGNANCY.—The term ‘‘pregnancy’ re-
fers to the period of the human reproductive
process beginning with the implantation of a
fertilized egg.

(6) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’ includes the
District of Columbia, the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico, and each territory and posses-
sion of the United States, and any subdivi-
sion of any of the foregoing, including any
unit of local government, such as a county,
city, town, village, or other general purpose
political subdivision of a State.

(7) VIABILITY.—The term ‘‘viability’’ means
the point in a pregnancy at which, in the
good-faith medical judgment of the treating
health care provider, based on the particular
facts of the case before the health care pro-
vider, there is a reasonable likelihood of sus-
tained fetal survival outside the uterus with
or without artificial support.

SEC. 4. PERMITTED SERVICES.

(a) GENERAL RULE.—A health care provider
has a statutory right under this Act to pro-
vide abortion services, and may provide
abortion services, and that provider’s patient
has a corresponding right to receive such
services, without any of the following limita-
tions or requirements:

(1) A requirement that a health care pro-
vider perform specific tests or medical proce-
dures in connection with the provision of
abortion services, unless generally required
for the provision of medically comparable
procedures.

(2) A requirement that the same health
care provider who provides abortion services
also perform specified tests, services, or pro-
cedures prior to or subsequent to the abor-
tion.

(3) A requirement that a health care pro-
vider offer or provide the patient seeking
abortion services medically inaccurate infor-
mation in advance of or during abortion
services.

(4) A limitation on a health care provider’s
ability to prescribe or dispense drugs based
on current evidence-based regimens or the
provider’s good-faith medical judgment,
other than a limitation generally applicable
to the medical profession.

(5) A limitation on a health care provider’s
ability to provide abortion services via tele-
medicine, other than a limitation generally
applicable to the provision of medical serv-
ices via telemedicine.
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(6) A requirement or limitation concerning
the physical plant, equipment, staffing, or
hospital transfer arrangements of facilities
where abortion services are provided, or the
credentials or hospital privileges or status of
personnel at such facilities, that is not im-
posed on facilities or the personnel of facili-
ties where medically comparable procedures
are performed.

(7) A requirement that, prior to obtaining
an abortion, a patient make one or more
medically unnecessary in-person visits to the
provider of abortion services or to any indi-
vidual or entity that does not provide abor-
tion services.

(8) A prohibition on abortion at any point
or points in time prior to fetal viability, in-
cluding a prohibition or restriction on a par-
ticular abortion procedure.

(9) A prohibition on abortion after fetal vi-
ability when, in the good-faith medical judg-
ment of the treating health care provider,
continuation of the pregnancy would pose a
risk to the pregnant patient’s life or health.

(10) A limitation on a health care pro-
vider’s ability to provide immediate abortion
services when that health care provider be-
lieves, based on the good-faith medical judg-
ment of the provider, that delay would pose
a risk to the patient’s health.

(11) A requirement that a patient seeking
abortion services at any point or points in
time prior to fetal viability disclose the pa-
tient’s reason or reasons for seeking abor-
tion services, or a limitation on the provi-
sion or obtaining of abortion services at any
point or points in time prior to fetal viabil-
ity based on any actual, perceived, or poten-
tial reason or reasons of the patient for ob-
taining abortion services, regardless of
whether the limitation is based on a health
care provider’s degree of actual or construc-
tive knowledge of such reason or reasons.

(b) OTHER LIMITATIONS OR REQUIREMENTS.—
The statutory right specified in subsection
(a) shall not be limited or otherwise in-
fringed through, in addition to the limita-
tions and requirements specified in para-
graphs (1) through (11) of subsection (a), any
limitation or requirement that—

(1) is the same as or similar to one or more
of the limitations or requirements described
in subsection (a); or

(2) both—

(A) expressly, effectively, implicitly, or as
implemented singles out the provision of
abortion services, health care providers who
provide abortion services, or facilities in
which abortion services are provided; and

(B) impedes access to abortion services.

(c) FACTORS FOR CONSIDERATION.—Factors
a court may consider in determining whether
a limitation or requirement impedes access
to abortion services for purposes of sub-
section (b)(2)(B) include the following:

(1) Whether the limitation or requirement,
in a provider’s good-faith medical judgment,
interferes with a health care provider’s abil-
ity to provide care and render services, or
poses a risk to the patient’s health or safety.

(2) Whether the limitation or requirement
is reasonably likely to delay or deter some
patients in accessing abortion services.

(3) Whether the limitation or requirement
is reasonably likely to directly or indirectly
increase the cost of providing abortion serv-
ices or the cost for obtaining abortion serv-
ices (including costs associated with travel,
childcare, or time off work).

(4) Whether the limitation or requirement
is reasonably likely to have the effect of ne-
cessitating a trip to the offices of a health
care provider that would not otherwise be re-
quired.

(5) Whether the limitation or requirement
is reasonably likely to result in a decrease in
the availability of abortion services in a
given State or geographic region.
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(6) Whether the limitation or requirement
imposes penalties that are not imposed on
other health care providers for comparable
conduct or failure to act, or that are more
severe than penalties imposed on other
health care providers for comparable con-
duct or failure to act.

(7) The cumulative impact of the limita-
tion or requirement combined with other
new or existing limitations or requirements.

(d) EXCEPTION.—To defend against a claim
that a limitation or requirement violates a
health care provider’s or patient’s statutory
rights under subsection (b), a party must es-
tablish, by clear and convincing evidence,
that—

(1) the limitation or requirement signifi-
cantly advances the safety of abortion serv-
ices or the health of patients; and

(2) the safety of abortion services or the
health of patients cannot be advanced by a
less restrictive alternative measure or ac-
tion.

SEC. 5. APPLICABILITY AND PREEMPTION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—

(1) Except as stated under subsection (b),
this Act supersedes and applies to the law of
the Federal Government and each State gov-
ernment, and the implementation of such
law, whether statutory, common law, or oth-
erwise, and whether adopted before or after
the date of enactment of this Act, and nei-
ther the Federal Government nor any State
government shall administer, implement, or
enforce any law, rule, regulation, standard,
or other provision having the force and effect
of law that conflicts with any provision of
this Act, notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of Federal law, including the Religious
Freedom Restoration Act of 1993 (42 U.S.C.
2000bb et seq.).

(2) Federal statutory law adopted after the
date of the enactment of this Act is subject
to this Act unless such law explicitly ex-
cludes such application by reference to this
Act.

(b) LIMITATIONS.—The provisions of this
Act shall not supersede or apply to—

(1) laws regulating physical access to clinic
entrances;

(2) insurance or medical assistance cov-
erage of abortion services;

(3) the procedure described in section
15631(b)(1) of title 18, United States Code; or

(4) generally applicable State contract law.

(c) DEFENSE.—In any cause of action
against an individual or entity who is sub-
ject to a limitation or requirement that vio-
lates this Act, in addition to the remedies
specified in section 8, this Act shall also
apply to, and may be raised as a defense by,
such an individual or entity.

SEC. 6. EFFECTIVE DATE.

This Act shall take effect immediately
upon the date of enactment of this Act. This
Act shall apply to all restrictions on the pro-
vision of, or access to, abortion services
whether the restrictions are enacted or im-
posed prior to or after the date of enactment
of this Act, except as otherwise provided in
this Act.

SEC. 7. RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—In interpreting the provi-
sions of this Act, a court shall liberally con-
strue such provisions to effectuate the pur-
poses of the Act.

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this Act shall be construed to authorize any
government to interfere with a person’s abil-
ity to terminate a pregnancy, to diminish or
in any way negatively affect a person’s con-
stitutional right to terminate a pregnancy,
or to displace any other remedy for viola-
tions of the constitutional right to termi-
nate a pregnancy.

(¢) OTHER INDIVIDUALS CONSIDERED AS GOV-
ERNMENT OFFICIALS.—Any person who, by op-
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eration of a provision of Federal or State
law, is permitted to implement or enforce a
limitation or requirement that violates sec-
tion 4 of this Act shall be considered a gov-
ernment official for purposes of this Act.
SEC. 8. ENFORCEMENT.

(a) ATTORNEY GENERAL.—The Attorney
General may commence a civil action on be-
half of the United States against any State
that violates, or against any government of-
ficial (including a person described in section
7(c)) that implements or enforces a limita-
tion or requirement that violates, section 4.
The court shall hold unlawful and set aside
the limitation or requirement if it is in vio-
lation of this Act.

(b) PRIVATE RIGHT OF ACTION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Any individual or entity,
including any health care provider or pa-
tient, adversely affected by an alleged viola-
tion of this Act, may commence a civil ac-
tion against any State that violates, or
against any government official (including a
person described in section 7(c)) that imple-
ments or enforces a limitation or require-
ment that violates, section 4. The court shall
hold unlawful and set aside the limitation or
requirement if it is in violation of this Act.

(2) HEALTH CARE PROVIDER.—A health care
provider may commence an action for relief
on its own behalf, on behalf of the provider’s
staff, and on behalf of the provider’s patients
who are or may be adversely affected by an
alleged violation of this Act.

(c) EQUITABLE RELIEF.—In any action
under this section, the court may award ap-
propriate equitable relief, including tem-
porary, preliminary, or permanent injunc-
tive relief.

(d) CosTs.—In any action under this sec-
tion, the court shall award costs of litiga-
tion, as well as reasonable attorney’s fees, to
any prevailing plaintiff. A plaintiff shall not
be liable to a defendant for costs or attor-
ney’s fees in any non-frivolous action under
this section.

(e) JURISDICTION.—The district courts of
the United States shall have jurisdiction
over proceedings under this Act and shall ex-
ercise the same without regard to whether
the party aggrieved shall have exhausted any
administrative or other remedies that may
be provided for by law.

(f) ABROGATION OF STATE IMMUNITY.—Nei-
ther a State that enforces or maintains, nor
a government official (including a person de-
scribed in section 7(c)) who is permitted to
implement or enforce any limitation or re-
quirement that violates section 4 shall be
immune under the Tenth Amendment to the
Constitution of the United States, the Elev-
enth Amendment to the Constitution of the
United States, or any other source of law,
from an action in a Federal or State court of
competent jurisdiction challenging that lim-
itation or requirement.

SEC. 9. SEVERABILITY.

If any provision of this Act, or the applica-
tion of such provision to any person, entity,
government, or circumstance, is held to be
unconstitutional, the remainder of this Act,
or the application of such provision to all
other persons, entities, governments, or cir-
cumstances, shall not be affected thereby.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 2(b) of rule XIX, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the motion
to recommit.

The question is on the motion to re-
commit.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question are post-
poned.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 19 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

——
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. ELLZEY) at 4 o’clock and
45 minutes p.m.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pro-
ceedings will resume on questions pre-
viously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

The motion to recommit H.R. 497;

Passage of H.R. 497, if ordered;

The motion to recommit H.R. 382;
and

Passage of H.R. 382, if ordered.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Pursuant
to clause 9 of rule XX, remaining elec-
tronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

———

FREEDOM FOR HEALTH CARE
WORKERS ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to recommit on the bill (H.R. 497)
to eliminate the COVID-19 vaccine
mandate on health care providers fur-
nishing items and services under cer-
tain Federal health care programs, of-
fered by the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. JACOBS), on which the yeas
and nays were ordered.

The Clerk will redesignate the mo-
tion.

The Clerk redesignated the motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 210, nays
219, not voting 5, as follows:

[Roll No. 97]

YEAS—210
Adams Bowman Case
Aguilar Boyle (PA) Casten
Allred Brown Castor (FL)
Auchincloss Brownley Castro (TX)
Balint Budzinski Cherfilus-
Barragan Bush McCormick
Beatty Caraveo Chu
Bera Carbajal Cicilline
Beyer Cardenas Clark (MA)
Bishop (GA) Carson Clarke (NY)
Blumenauer Carter (LA) Cleaver
Blunt Rochester  Cartwright Clyburn
Bonamici Casar Cohen
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Connolly
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Cuellar
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Davis (NC)
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dingell
Doggett
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Frost
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia (TX)
Garcia, Robert
Golden (ME)
Gomez
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Hoyle (OR)
Huffman
Ivey
Jackson (IL)
Jackson (NC)
Jackson Lee
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur

Aderholt
Alford
Allen
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks

Barr

Bean (FL)
Bentz
Bergman
Bice

Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (NC)
Boebert
Bost
Brecheen
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Burchett
Burgess
Burlison
Calvert
Cammack
Carey

Carl

Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chavez-DeRemer
Ciscomani
Cline

Cloud
Clyde

Keating
Kelly (IL)
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim (NJ)
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Levin

Lieu
Lofgren
Lynch
Magaziner
Manning
Matsui
McBath
McCollum
McGarvey
McGovern
Meeks
Menendez
Meng
Mfume
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Moskowitz
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Nickel
Norcross
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Peltola
Perez
Peters
Pettersen
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter

NAYS—219

Cole
Collins
Comer
Crane
Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis
D’Esposito
Davidson
De La Cruz
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donalds
Duarte
Duncan
Dunn (FL)
Edwards
Ellzey
Emmer
Estes
Ezell
Fallon
Feenstra
Ferguson
Finstad
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flood
Foxx
Franklin, C.
Scott
Fry
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garbarino
Garcia, Mike
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Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Raskin
Ross
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Sorensen
Soto
Spanberger
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Swalwell
Sykes
Takano
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Wexton
Wild
Williams (GA)
Wilson (FL)

Gimenez
Gonzales, Tony
Good (VA)
Gooden (TX)
Gosar
Granger
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Greene (GA)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hageman
Harris
Harshbarger
Hern

Higgins (LA)
Hill

Hinson
Houchin
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunt

Issa

Jackson (TX)
James
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kean (NJ)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kiggans (VA)
Kiley

Kim (CA) Molinaro Smith (NE)
Kustoff Moolenaar Smith (NJ)
LaHood Mooney Smucker
LaLota Moore (AL) Spartz
LaMalfa Moore (UT) Stauber
Lamborn Moran Steel
Langworthy Murphy Stefanik
Latta Nehls Steil
LaTurner Newhouse Stewart
Lawler Norman Strong
Lee (FL) Nunn (IA)
Lesko Obernolte Tenney
Letlow Ogles Thompson (PA)
Loudermilk Owens Tiffany
Lucas Palmer Timmons
Luetkemeyer Perry Turner
Luna Pfluger Valadao
Luttrell Posey Van Drew
Mace Reschenthaler Van Duyne
Malliotakis Rodgers (WA) Van Orden
Mann Rogers (AL) Wagner
Massie Rogers (KY) Walberg
Mast Rose Waltz
McCarthy Rosendale Weber (TX)
McCaul Rouzer Webster (FL)
McClain Roy
McClintock Rutherford ggs:g;gn
McCormick Salazar Williams (NY)
McHenry Santos Williams (TX)
Meuser Scalise :
Miller (IL) Schweikert Wilson (SC)
Miller (OH) Scott, Austin Wittman
Miller (WV) Self Womack
Miller-Meeks Sessions Yakym
Mills Simpson Zinke
NOT VOTING—5
Garcla (IL) Pence Steube
Goldman (NY) Smith (MO)
0 1707
Messrs. VALADAO, BURCHETT,

NUNN of Iowa, BRECHEEN, WEBSTER
of Florida, WALBERG, WENSTRUP,
GREEN of Tennessee, CLYDE, and
HILL, changed their vote from ‘‘yea”
to ‘“‘nay.”

Mses. ADAMS, McCOLLUM,
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, and Mr.
HIMES changed their vote from ‘“‘nay”’
to “‘yea.”

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 227, noes 203,
not voting 4, as follows:

[Roll No. 98]

This

AYES—227
Aderholt Bishop (NC) Cline
Alford Boebert Cloud
Allen Bost Clyde
Amodei Brecheen Cole
Armstrong Buchanan Collins
Arrington Buck Comer
Babin Bucshon Crane
Bacon Burchett Crawford
Baird Burgess Crenshaw
Balderson Burlison Curtis
Banks Calvert D’Esposito
Barr Cammack Davidson
Bean (FL) Carey Davis (NC)
Bentz Carl De La Cruz
Bergman Carter (GA) DesJarlais
Bice Carter (TX) Diaz-Balart
Biggs Chavez-DeRemer Donalds
Bilirakis Ciscomani Duarte

Duncan
Dunn (FL)
Edwards
Ellzey
Emmer
Estes
Ezell
Fallon
Feenstra
Ferguson
Finstad
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flood
Foxx
Franklin, C.
Scott
Fry
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garbarino
Garcia, Mike
Gimenez
Golden (ME)
Gonzales, Tony
Good (VA)
Gooden (TX)
Gosar
Granger
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Greene (GA)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hageman
Harris
Harshbarger
Hern
Higgins (LA)
Hill
Hinson
Houchin
Houlahan
Hoyle (OR)
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunt
Issa
Jackson (TX)
James
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Bowman
Boyle (PA)
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Bush
Caraveo
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson
Carter (LA)
Cartwright
Casar
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
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Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kean (NJ)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kiggans (VA)
Kiley

Kim (CA)
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Langworthy
Latta
LaTurner
Lawler

Lee (FL)
Lesko
Letlow
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luna
Luttrell
Mace
Malliotakis
Mann
Massie
Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClain
MecClintock
McCormick
McHenry
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (OH)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills
Molinaro
Moolenaar
Mooney
Moore (AL)
Moore (UT)
Moran
Murphy
Nehls
Newhouse
Norman
Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ogles
Owens

NOES—203

Connolly
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Cuellar
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dingell
Doggett
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Frost
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia (TX)
Garcia, Robert
Gomez
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes

Palmer
Perez

Perry
Pfluger
Posey
Reschenthaler
Rodgers (WA)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rosendale
Rouzer

Roy
Rutherford
Salazar
Salinas
Santos
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Self

Sessions
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spanberger
Spartz
Stauber
Steel
Stefanik
Steil
Stewart
Strong
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner
Valadao

Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Orden
Wagner
Walberg
Waltz

Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams (NY)
Williams (TX)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yakym
Zinke

Higgins (NY)
Himes
Horsford
Hoyer
Huffman
Ivey

Jackson (IL)
Jackson (NC)
Jackson Lee
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer

Kim (NJ)
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Levin

Lieu

Lofgren
Lynch
Magaziner
Manning
Matsui
McBath
McCollum
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McGarvey Pingree Stevens
McGovern Pocan Strickland
Meeks Porter Swalwell
Menendez Pressley Sykes
Meng Quigley Takano
Mfume Ramirez Thanedar
Moore (WI) Raskin Thompson (CA)
Morelle Ross Thompson (MS)
Moskowitz Ruiz Titus
Moulton Ruppersberger Tlaib
Mrvan Ryan Tokuda
Mullin Sanchez
Tonko
Nadler Sarbanes
Napolitano Scanlon Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Neal Schakowsky
Neguse Schiff Trahan
Nickel Schneider Trone
Norcross Scholten Underwood
Ocasio-Cortez Schrier Vargas
Omar Scott (VA) Vasquez
Pallone Scott, David Veasey
Panetta Sewell Velazquez
Pappas Sherman Wasserman
Pascrell Sherrill Schultz
Payne Slotkin Waters
Pelosi Smith (WA) Watson Coleman
Peltola Sorensen Wexton
Peters Soto Wwild
Pettersen Stansbury Williams (GA)
Phillips Stanton Wilson (FL)
NOT VOTING—4
Garcia (IL) Pence
Goldman (NY) Steube

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.

O 1715

Ms. BALINT changed her vote from
“aye’ to ‘“no.”

So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PANDEMIC IS OVER ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to recommit on the bill (H.R. 382)
to terminate the public health emer-
gency declared with respect to COVID-
19, offered by the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MOSKOWITZ), on which the yeas
and nays were ordered.

The Clerk will redesignate the mo-
tion.

The Clerk redesignated the motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 210, nays
220, not voting 4, as follows:

[Roll No. 99]

YEAS—210
Adams Budzinski Clark (MA)
Aguilar Bush Clarke (NY)
Allred Caraveo Cleaver
Auchincloss Carbajal Clyburn
Balint Cardenas Cohen
Barragan Carson Connolly
Beatty Carter (LA) Correa
Bera Cartwright Costa
Beyer Casar Courtney
Bishop (GA) Case Craig
Blumenauer Casten Crockett
Blunt Rochester  Castor (FL) Crow
Bonamici Castro (TX) Cuellar
Bowman Cherfilus- Davids (KS)
Boyle (PA) McCormick Dayvis (IL)
Brown Chu Davis (NC)
Brownley Cicilline Dean (PA)

DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dingell
Doggett
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Frost
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia (TX)
Garcia, Robert
Golden (ME)
Gomez
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Hoyle (OR)
Huffman
Ivey
Jackson (IL)
Jackson (NC)
Jackson Lee
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim (NJ)
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster

Aderholt
Alford
Allen
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks
Barr

Bean (FL)
Bentz
Bergman
Bice

Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (NC)
Boebert
Bost
Brecheen
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Burchett
Burgess
Burlison
Calvert
Cammack
Carey

Carl
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chavez-DeRemer
Ciscomani
Cline
Cloud
Clyde

Cole
Collins
Comer
Crane

Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Levin
Lieu
Lofgren
Lynch
Magaziner
Manning
Matsui
McBath
McCollum
McGarvey
McGovern
Meeks
Menendez
Meng
Mfume
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Moskowitz
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Nickel
Norcross
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Peltola
Perez
Peters
Pettersen
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Raskin

NAYS—220

Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis
D’Esposito
Davidson
De La Cruz
DesdJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donalds
Duarte
Duncan
Dunn (FL)
Edwards
Ellzey
Emmer
Estes
Ezell
Fallon
Feenstra
Ferguson
Finstad
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flood
Foxx
Franklin, C.
Scott
Fry
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garbarino
Garcia, Mike
Gimenez
Gonzales, Tony
Good (VA)
Gooden (TX)
Gosar
Granger
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
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Ross
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Sorensen
Soto
Spanberger
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Swalwell
Sykes
Takano
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Wexton
Wild
Williams (GA)
Wilson (FL)

Green (TN)
Greene (GA)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hageman
Harris
Harshbarger
Hern

Higgins (LA)
Hill

Hinson
Houchin
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunt

Issa

Jackson (TX)
James
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kean (NJ)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kiggans (VA)
Kiley

Kim (CA)
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Langworthy
Latta
LaTurner
Lawler

Lee (FL)
Lesko

H553

Letlow Newhouse Spartz
Loudermilk Norman Stauber
Lucas Nunn (IA) Steel
Luetkemeyer Obernolte Stefanik
Luna Ogles Steil
Luttrell Owens Stewart
Mace Palmer Strong
Malliotakis Perry Tenney
Mann Pfluger Thompson (PA)
Massie Posey Tiffany
Mast Reschenthaler Timmons
McCarthy Rodgers (WA) T

urner
McCaul Rogers (AL) Valadao
McClain Rogers (KY) Van Drew
McClintock Rose
McCormick Rosendale Van Duyne
McHenry Rouzer Van Orden
Meuser Roy Wagner
Miller (IL) Rutherford Walberg
Miller (OH) Salazar Waltz
Miller (WV) Santos Weber (TX)
Miller-Meeks Scalise Webster (FL)
Mills Schweikert Wenstrup
Molinaro Scott, Austin Westerman
Moolenaar Self Williams (NY)
Mooney Sessions Williams (TX)
Moore (AL) Simpson Wilson (SC)
Moore (UT) Smith (MO) Wittman
Moran Smith (NE) Womack
Murphy Smith (NJ) Yakym
Nehls Smucker Zinke

NOT VOTING—4

Garcia (IL) Pence
Goldman (NY) Steube

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.

O 1721

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 220, nays
210, not voting 4, as follows:

[Roll No. 100]
YEAS—220

Aderholt Carter (GA) Fischbach
Alford Carter (TX) Fitzgerald
Allen Chavez-DeRemer Fitzpatrick
Amodei Ciscomani Fleischmann
Armstrong Cline Flood
Arrington Cloud Foxx

Babin Clyde Franklin, C.
Bacon Cole Scott
Baird Collins Fry
Balderson Comer Fulcher
Banks Crane Gaetz

Barr Crawford Gallagher
Bean (FL) Crenshaw Garbarino
Bentz Curtis Garcia, Mike
Bergman D’Esposito Gimenez
Bice Davidson Gonzales, Tony
Biggs De La Cruz Good (VA)
Bilirakis DesJarlais Gooden (TX)
Bishop (NC) Diaz-Balart Gosar
Boebert Donalds Granger
Bost Duarte Graves (LA)
Brecheen Duncan Graves (MO)
Buchanan Dunn (FL) Green (TN)
Buck Edwards Greene (GA)
Bucshon Ellzey Griffith
Burchett Emmer Grothman
Burgess Estes Guest
Burlison Ezell Guthrie
Calvert Fallon Hageman
Cammack Feenstra Harris
Carey Ferguson Harshbarger
Carl Finstad Hern
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Higgins (LA)
Hill

Hinson
Houchin
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunt

Issa

Jackson (TX)
James
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan

Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kean (NJ)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kiggans (VA)
Kiley

Kim (CA)
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Langworthy
Latta
LaTurner
Lawler

Lee (FL)
Lesko
Letlow
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luna
Luttrell
Mace
Malliotakis
Mann

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Bowman
Boyle (PA)
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Bush
Caraveo
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson
Carter (LA)
Cartwright
Casar
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Cuellar
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Davis (NC)
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio

Massie
Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
McClain
MecClintock
McCormick
McHenry
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (OH)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills
Molinaro
Moolenaar
Mooney
Moore (AL)
Moore (UT)
Moran
Murphy
Nehls
Newhouse
Norman
Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ogles
Owens
Palmer
Perry
Pfluger
Posey
Reschenthaler
Rodgers (WA)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rosendale
Rouzer

Roy
Rutherford
Salazar

NAYS—210

DeSaulnier
Dingell
Doggett
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Frost
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia (TX)
Garcia, Robert
Golden (ME)
Gomez
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Hoyle (OR)
Huffman
Ivey
Jackson (IL)
Jackson (NC)
Jackson Lee
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim (NJ)
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
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Santos
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Self
Sessions
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spartz
Stauber
Steel
Stefanik
Steil
Stewart
Strong
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner
Valadao

Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Orden
Wagner
Walberg
Waltz

Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams (NY)
Williams (TX)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yakym
Zinke

Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Levin

Lieu
Lofgren
Lynch
Magaziner
Manning
Matsui
McBath
McCollum
McGarvey
McGovern
Meeks
Menendez
Meng
Mfume
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Moskowitz
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Nickel
Norcross
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Peltola
Perez
Peters
Pettersen
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Raskin
Ross

Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez

Sarbanes Spanberger Torres (NY)
Scanlon Stansbury Trahan
Schakowsky Stanton Trone

Schiff Stevens Underwood
Schneider Strickland Vargas
Scholten Swalwell Vasquez
Schrier Sykes Veasey

Scott (VA) Takano Velazquez
Scott, David Thanedar Wasserman
Sewell Thompson (CA) Schultz
Sherman Thompson (MS) Waters
Sherrill Titus Watson Coleman
Slotkin Tlaib Wexton
Smith (WA) Tokuda Wild
Sorensen Tonko Williams (GA)
Soto Torres (CA) Wilson (FL)

NOT VOTING—4

Garcla (IL) Pence
Goldman (NY) Steube
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.

O 1739

So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————————

PROVIDING FOR A JOINT SESSION
OF CONGRESS TO RECEIVE A
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I send to
the desk a privileged concurrent reso-
lution and ask for its immediate con-
sideration.

The Clerk read the concurrent reso-
lution, as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 11

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That the two Houses of
Congress assemble in the Hall of the House
of Representatives on Tuesday, February 7,
2023, at 9 p.m., for the purpose of receiving
such communication as the President of the
United States shall be pleased to make to
them.

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
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PROVIDING FOR A CERTAIN
TOTAL NUMBER OF MEMBERS
ON CERTAIN SELECT COMMIT-
TEES AND SUBCOMMITTEES,
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Rules be discharged from
further consideration of H. Res. 78, and
ask for its immediate consideration in
the House.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS). Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from Louisiana?

There was no objection.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 78

Resolved,

SECTION 1. TOTAL NUMBER OF MEMBERS OF

CERTAIN SELECT COMMITTEES AND
SUBCOMMITTEES.

(a) PERMANENT SELECT COMMITTEE ON IN-
TELLIGENCE.—Clause 11(a)(1) of rule X of the
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Rules of the House of Representatives is
amended by striking ‘‘not more than 22
Members, Delegates, or the Resident Com-
missioner, of whom not more than 13 may be
from the same party’’ and inserting ‘‘not
more than 25 Members, Delegates, or the
Resident Commissioner, of whom not more
than 14 may be from the same party’’.

(b) SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE STRATEGIC
COMPETITION BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES
AND THE CHINESE COMMUNIST PARTY.—Sec-
tion 1(a)(2)(A) of House Resolution 11, as
agreed to January 10, 2023, is amended by
striking ‘‘composed of not more than 16
Members, Delegates, or the Resident Com-
missioner appointed by the Speaker, not
more than 7 of whom shall be appointed after
consultation with the minority leader’” and
inserting ‘‘composed of not more than 24
Members, Delegates, or the Resident Com-
missioner appointed by the Speaker, not
more than 11 of whom shall be appointed
after consultation with the minority lead-
er’.

(c) SELECT SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE
WEAPONIZATION OF THE FEDERAL GOVERN-
MENT.—Section 1(a)(2)(A) of House Resolu-
tion 12, as agreed to January 10, 2023, is
amended by striking ‘‘together with not
more than 13 other Members, Delegates, or
the Resident Commissioner appointed by the
Speaker, of whom not more than 5 shall be
appointed in consultation with the minority
leader’” and inserting ‘‘together with not
more than 12 other Members, Delegates, or
the Resident Commissioner appointed by the
Speaker, of whom not more than 9 shall be
appointed in consultation with the minority
leader”’.

(d) SELECT SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE
CORONAVIRUS PANDEMIC.—Section
4(a)(1)(B)(i) of House Resolution 5, as agreed
to January 9, 2023, is amended by striking
“‘not more than 12 Members, Delegates, or
the Resident Commissioner appointed by the
Speaker, of whom not more than 5 shall be
appointed in consultation with the Minority
Leader” and inserting ‘‘not more than 16
Members, Delegates, or the Resident Com-
missioner appointed by the Speaker, of
whom not more than 7 shall be appointed in
consultation with the Minority Leader’.

The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. LIEU. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Democratic Caucus, I offer a
privileged resolution and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 79

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be, and are hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of
Representatives:

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE: Mr. Costa,
Mr. McGovern, Ms. Adams, Ms. Spanberger,
Mrs. Hayes, Ms. Brown, Ms. Plaskett, Ms.
Davids of Kansas, Ms. Slotkin, Ms. Caraveo,
Ms. Salinas, Ms. Perez, Mr. Davis of North
Carolina, Ms. Tokuda, Ms. Budzinski, Mr.
Sorensen, Mr. Vasquez, Ms. Crockett, Mr.
Jackson of Illinois, Mr. Casar.

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES: Mr. Court-
ney, Mr. Garamendi, Mr. Norcross, Mr.
Gallego, Mr. Moulton, Mr. Carbajal, Mr.
Khanna, Mr. Keating, Mr. Kim of New Jer-
sey, Ms. Houlahan, Mr. Crow, Ms. Slotkin,
Ms. Sherrill, Ms. Escobar, Mr. Golden of
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Maine, Ms. Jacobs, Ms. Strickland, Mr.
Ryan, Mr. Jackson of North Carolina, Mr.
Vasquez, Mr. Deluzio, Ms. Tokuda, Mr. Davis
of North Carolina, Ms. Sewell, Mr. Horsford,
Mr. Panetta.

COMMITTEE ON ETHICS: Ms. Wild, Ms.
Escobar, Mr. DeSaulnier, Ms. Ross, Mr. Ivey.

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY: Ms.
Jackson Lee, Mr. Payne, Mr. Swalwell, Mr.
Correa, Mr. Carter of Louisiana, Mr.
Thanedar, Mr. Magaziner, Mr. Ivey, Mr.
Goldman of New York, Mr. Robert Garcia of
California, Mrs. Ramirez, Mr. Menendez, Ms.
Clarke of New York, Ms. Titus.

COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES: Mrs.
Napolitano, Mr. Costa, Mr. Sablan, Mr.
Huffman, Mr. Gallego, Mr. Neguse, Mr.
Levin, Ms. Porter, Ms. Leger Fernandez, Ms.
Stansbury, Mrs. Peltola, Ms. Ocasio-Cortez,
Mr. Mullin, Ms. Hoyle of Oregon, Ms.
Kamlager-Dove, Mr. Magaziner, Ms.
Velazquez, Mr. Case, Mrs. Dingell.

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND INFRA-
STRUCTURE: Ms. Norton, Mrs. Napolitano, Mr.
Cohen, Mr. Garamendi, Mr. Johnson of Geor-
gia, Mr. Carson, Ms. Titus, Mr. Huffman, Ms.
Brownley, Ms. Wilson of Florida, Mr. Payne,
Mr. DeSaulnier, Mr. Carbajal, Mr. Stanton,
Mr. Allred, Ms. Davids of Kansas, Mr. Garcla
of Illinois, Mr. Pappas, Mr. Moulton, Mr.
Auchincloss, Ms. Strickland, Mr. Carter of
Louisiana, Mr. Ryan, Mrs. Peltola, Mr.
Menendez, Ms. Hoyle of Oregon, Mrs. Sykes,
Ms. Scholten, Mrs. Foushee.

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS: Ms.
Brownley, Mr. Levin, Mr. Pappas, Mr.
Mrvan, Mrs. Cherfilus-McCormick, Mr.

Deluzio, Mr. McGarvey, Mrs. Ramirez, Mr.
Landsman, Ms. Budzinski.

Mr. LIEU (during the reading). I ask
unanimous consent that the resolution
be considered as read and printed in
the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the House Republican Con-
ference, I send to the desk a privileged
resolution and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 80

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be, and are hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of
Representatives:

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE: Mr. Lucas,
Mr. Austin Scott of Georgia, Mr. Crawford,
Mr. DesJarlais, Mr. LaMalfa, Mr. Rouzer,
Mr. Kelly of Mississippi, Mr. Bacon, Mr.
Johnson of South Dakota, Mr. Baird, Mr.
Mann, Mr. Feenstra, Mrs. Miller of Illinois,
Mr. Moore of Alabama, Mrs. Cammack, Mr.
Finstad, Mr. Rose, Mr. Jackson of Texas, Mr.
Molinaro, Ms. De La Cruz, Mr. Langworthy,
Mr. Duarte, Mr. Nunn of Iowa, Mr. Alford,
Mr. Van Orden, Mrs. Chavez-Deremer, Mr.
Miller of Ohio.

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES: Mr. Wilson
of South Carolina, Mr. Turner, Mr. Lamborn,
Mr. Wittman, Mr. Austin Scott of Georgia,
Mr. Graves of Missouri, Ms. Stefanik, Mr.
DesJarlais, Mr. Kelly of Mississippi, Mr. Gal-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

lagher, Mr. Gaetz, Mr. Bacon, Mr. Banks, Mr.
Bergman, Mr. Waltz, Mr. Johnson of Lou-
isiana, Mrs. McClain, Mr. Jackson of Texas,

Mr. Fallon, Mr. Gimenez, Ms. Mace, Mr.
Finstad, Mr. Strong, Mr. Luttrell, Mrs.
Kiggans of Virginia, Mr. LaLota, Mr.

Moylan, Mr. Alford, Mr. Mills, Mr. McCor-
mick.

COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORK-
FORCE: Mr. Wilson of South Carolina, Mr.
Thompson of Pennsylvania, Mr. Walberg, Mr.
Grothman, Ms. Stefanik, Mr. Allen, Mr.
Banks, Mr. Comer, Mr. Smucker, Mr. Owens,
Mr. Good of Virginia, Mrs. McClain, Mrs.
Miller of Illinois, Mrs. Steel, Mr. Estes, Ms.
Letlow, Mr. Kiley, Mr. Bean of Florida, Mr.
Burlison, Mr. Moran, Mr. James, Mrs. Cha-
vez-DeRemer, Mr. Williams of New York,
Mrs. Houchin.

COMMITTEE ON ETHICS: Mr. Joyce of Ohio,
Mr. Rutherford, Mr. Garbarino, Mrs.
Fischbach.

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS: Mr. Smith
of New Jersey, Mr. Wilson of South Carolina,
Mr. Perry, Mr. Issa, Mrs. Wagner, Mr. Mast,
Mr. Buck, Mr. Burchett, Mr. Green of Ten-
nessee, Mr. Barr, Mr. Jackson of Texas, Mrs.
Kim of California, Ms. Salazar, Mr.
Huizenga, Mrs. Radewagen, Mr. Hill, Mr. Da-
vidson, Mr. Baird, Mr. Waltz, Mr. Kean of
New Jersey, Mr. Lawler, Mr. Mills, Mr.
McCormick, Mr. Moran, Mr. James, Mr. Self.

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY: Mr.
McCaul, Mr. Higgins of Louisiana, Mr. Guest,
Mr. Bishop of North Carolina, Mr. Gimenez,
Mr. Pfluger, Mr. Garbarino, Mrs. Greene of
Georgia, Mr. Tony Gongzales of Texas, Mr.
LaLota, Mr. Ezell, Mr. D’Esposito, Ms. Lee of
Florida, Mr. Luttrell, Mr. Strong, Mr.
Brecheen, Mr. Crane.

COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION: Mr.
Steil, Chair. Mr. Loudermilk, Mr. Griffith,
Mr. Murphy, Mrs. Bice, Mr. Carey, Ms. Lee of
Florida, Mr. D’Esposito.

COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES: Mr.
Lamborn, Mr. Wittman, Mr. McClintock, Mr.
Gosar, Mr. Graves of Louisiana, Mrs.
Radewagen, Mr. LaMalfa, Mr. Webster of
Florida, Mrs. Gonzalez-Colon, Mr. Fulcher,
Mr. Stauber, Mr. Curtis, Mr. Tiffany, Mr.
Carl, Mr. Rosendale, Mrs. Boebert, Mr.
Bentz, Mrs. Kiggans of Virginia, Mr. Moylan,
Mr. Hunt, Mr. Collins, Mrs. Luna, Mr.
Duarte, Ms. Hageman.

COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND TECH-
NOLOGY: Mr. Posey, Mr. Weber of Texas, Mr.
Babin, Mr. Baird, Mr. Webster of Florida, Mr.
Mike Garcia of California, Mrs. Bice, Mr.
Obernolte, Mr. Issa, Mr. Crawford, Mrs. Gon-
zalez-Colon, Ms. Tenney, Mr. C. Scott Frank-
lin of Florida, Mr. Strong, Mr. Miller of
Ohio, Mr. McCormick, Mr. Collins, Mr. Wil-
liams of New York, Mr. Kean of New Jersey.

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS: Mr.
Luetkemeyer, Mr. Stauber, Mr. Meuser, Ms.
Van Duyne, Ms. Salazar, Mr. Mann, Mr.
Ellzey, Mr. Molinaro, Mr. Alford, Mr. Crane,
Mr. Bean of Florida, Mr. Hunt, Mr. LalLota.

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND INFRA-
STRUCTURE: Mr. Crawford, Mr. Webster of
Florida, Mr. Massie, Mr. Perry, Mr. Babin,
Mr. Graves of Louisiana, Mr. Rouzer, Mr.
Bost, Mr. LaMalfa, Mr. Westerman, Mr.
Mast, Mrs. Gonzalez-Colon, Mr. Stauber, Mr.
Burchett, Mr. Johnson of South Dakota, Mr.
Van Drew, Mr. Nehls, Mr. Gooden of Texas,
Mr. Mann, Mr. Owens, Mr. Yakym, Mrs. Cha-
vez-DeRemer, Mr. Edwards, Mr. Kean of New
Jersey, Mr. D’Esposito, Mr. Burlison, Mr.
James, Mr. Van Orden, Mr. Williams of New
York, Mr. Molinaro, Mr. Collins, Mr. Ezell,
Mr. Duarte, Mr. Bean of Florida.

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS: Mrs.
Radewagen, Mr. Bergman, Ms. Mace, Mr.
Rosendale, Mrs. Miller-Meeks, Mr. Murphy,
Mr. C. Scott Franklin of Florida, Mr. Van
Orden, Mr. Luttrell, Mr. Ciscomani, Mr.
Crane, Mr. Self, Mrs. Kiggans of Virginia.
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Mr. SCALISE (during the reading).
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to dispense with the reading.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Louisiana?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

CONGRATULATING PENNSYLVANIA
PARKS AND FOREST FOUNDA-
TION’S PHOTOGRAPHY WINNERS

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to congratu-
late Dot Monahan of Oil City and Ryan
Kunselman of Clarion for their people’s
choice awards in the Pennsylvania
Parks and Forests Foundation’s 2022
photo contest.

Dot won her award in the Caught in
the Rain category with a photo of a
soaked bald eagle in Oil Creek State
Park.

Ryan took home his award-winning
photo in the Raindrop to River cat-
egory while visiting Clear Creek State
Park.

The 2022 photo contest had stiff com-
petition, with nearly 600 entries. This
annual contest allows both profes-
sionals and amateurs to compete in a
variety of categories.

The other winning photos from all
the 2022 photo contest submissions can
be viewed on the Parks and Forest
Foundation’s Facebook page.

The Parks and Forest Foundation
supports 124 State parks and 2.2 million
acres of forest by coordinating volun-
teers, activities, and donations through
its 48 chapters.

The Foundation’s mission is to in-
spire stewardship of Pennsylvania
State parks and forests.

Mr. Speaker, these photographs are a
great reminder of the beauty that we
can find in nature even on a rainy day.

Congratulations to Dot and Ryan on
their awards.

————

EXPRESSING APPRECIATION FOR
SELECTION AS SUBCOMMITTEE
RANKING MEMBER

(Mr. PAYNE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to thank my Democratic col-
leagues for selecting me as ranking
member of the Subcommittee on Rail-
roads, Pipelines, and Hazardous Mate-
rials for the House Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

I will work to accomplish at least
four strong railroad priorities in the
new Congress.

The first is the completion of the
Hudson River Tunnel and the entire
Gateway Program. This is the most im-
portant transportation project in the
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Nation, and it will help commuters in
my district as well as travelers
throughout the East Coast.

The second is using the bipartisan in-
frastructure law funding to improve
Amtrak and travel throughout the
Northeast corridor.

The third is more oversight over
freight railroads nationwide.

The fourth is a promise that I made
early on in the Congress to make sure
that rail workers finally get the sick
time they have earned and deserve. We
need to make sure they are operating
safely and efficiently across the coun-
try.

Again, I thank my colleagues for my
selection. I look forward to working
with all of them to make these prior-
ities into realities.

——————

HONORING THE LIFE OF MAYOR
RICHARD DAVIS

(Mr. CARTER of Georgia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize and honor
the life of my friend, my fellow mayor,
Richard Davis.

Richard was first elected to Rich-
mond Hill City Council in 1979. He
served there for 10 years. He then went
on to be elected mayor in 1989, and he
served honorably for 31 years.

During his tenure as city councilman
and mayor, the city grew at a tremen-
dous rate. When he first joined the city
council, there were around 1,800 people
living in Richmond Hill. Today, there
are almost 12,000.

Richard made invaluable contribu-
tions to his home city through his pas-
sion for and commitment to public
service. He is credited with helping
start the Great Ogeechee Seafood Fes-
tival and the building of the J.F. Greg-
ory Recreational Park.

Richard’s name will always be syn-
onymous with Richmond Hill, and our
district will forever be indebted to
Richard for his leadership and public
service.

Our thoughts and prayers are with
his family.

——

ENDING THE ARTSAKH BLOCKADE

(Ms. PORTER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to condemn Azerbaijan’s block-
ade of the Lachin corridor, the only hu-
manitarian lifeline connecting the peo-
ple of Artsakh to the Republic of Ar-
menia.

For over nearly 2 months, the re-
gion’s 120,000 Armenians have been de-
nied food, fuel, medicine, and other es-
sentials as a result of this cruel and in-
humane blockade.

Azerbaijan’s goal is clear, to force
the ethnic Armenians of Artsakh from
their homeland by imposing conditions
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that make life impossible. We must
hold Azerbaijan accountable for its ag-
gression. I continue to call on the ad-
ministration to take immediate steps
to end this blockade.

We must end all U.S. military assist-
ance to Aczerbaijan. American tax-
payers shouldn’t be subsidizing Azer-
baijan’s constant aggression against
the Armenian people.

I continue to stand in solidarity with
the Armenian people and the Arme-
nian-American community.

———————

HONORING HOGANSVILLE MAYOR
BILL STANKIEWICZ

(Mr. FERGUSON asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the passing of my dear
friend and former colleague, Mayor Bill
Stankiewicz. Mayor Bill was a staple of
Troup County, and he was loved by ev-
eryone.

Bill served his community as the city
manager, a two-term mayor, and
through his involvement on a number
of boards, including the LaGrange-
Troup County Chamber of Commerce,
the Racial Trustbuilding Initiative,
and the Joint Development Authority
Board.

He was an extremely dedicated public
servant, and he took great pride in
doing the tough work to improve his
community. As mayor, he worked to
reestablish the city’s finances during a
period of instability, and he proudly
worked to relocate and renovate city
hall in Hogansville.

When I was the mayor of West Point,
I had the privilege of working with Bill
on many projects for the greater good
of our county and our cities. He was a
pleasure to be around.

My heart goes out to his wife, Mary,
and the entire Troup County family.
Bill will forever be remembered and
honored for his invaluable service to
his community and to this Nation. He
will be sorely missed.

———

TYRE NICHOLS’ DEATH SHOULD
BE A CATALYST FOR CHANGE

(Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, like many of us, I spent the
weekend thinking about the savage
beating and murder of Tyre Nichols at
the hands of five Memphis police offi-
cers.

Sworn to protect and serve, they did
neither.

Had they honored their duty, Mr.
Nichols would be alive with his 4-year-
old son, family, and friends.

I am a mother to a 29-year-old son,
the same age Tyre was. I have not wor-
ried that my sons could die at the
hands of police at a traffic stop; a
privilege of White mothers denied to
mothers whose children are Black.
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Black Americans are killed at a rate
twice as high as White Americans. A
2019 report found that 1 in every 1,000
Black men between the ages of 20 and
35 can expect to be killed by law en-
forcement.

We must do more to ensure all of our
communities are safe. Pass the George
Floyd Justice in Policing Act and find
ways to reverse a police culture that
sees Black Americans as a threat.

We can respect police officers as we
require reform of practices rooted in
hatred and violence. Black Americans
have waited long enough. We must act.

———

SPACE SHUTTLE COLUMBIA
DISASTER

(Mr. MORAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Speaker, February
1, 2003, was intended to be a day of cele-
bration to welcome back home seven
brave men and women from their mis-
sion to space.

Instead, that day of intended celebra-
tion turned quickly to tragedy when
Space Shuttle Columbia disintegrated
over east Texas upon reentry, an event
captured on camera by local medical
doctor, Scott Lieberman.

I rise today to honor those seven in-
dividuals who lost their lives in pursuit
of space exploration and to commend
my fellow east Texans who partici-
pated in the recovery efforts that fol-
lowed.

I am proud to represent east Texans,
who in the face of tragedy do not hesi-
tate to spring into action, whatever
the cause and whatever the need.

Please join me in honoring those as-
tronauts who lost their lives 20 years
ago: Rick Husband, William McCool,
Michael Anderson, Kalpana Chawla,
David Brown, Laurel Clark, and Ilan
Ramon.

We pray for their loved ones and re-
member with sympathy all impacted
by this disaster.

———————

CELEBRATING THE LIFE OF
COLONEL JOHNNIE PANTANELLI

(Mr. BOWMAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor and celebrate the life of
Colonel Johnnie Pantanelli.

Colonel Pantanelli embodied so many
of our values. She fought for freedom,
broke glass ceilings, and made sure the
next generation of women flew.

Colonel Pantanelli served in the Ma-
rine Corps Reserves in 1944 and 1945,
and soon after was told her service was
no longer needed because the men were
coming home.

Instead of quitting, she joined the
Civil Air Patrol in White Plains and
served as a wartime mission observer
searching for German subs.

After the war, Colonel Pantanelli
earned her pilot’s license and survived
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a plane crash during her flight train-
ing. She served for decades as com-
mander of the squadron that is now
named after her. In 2011, she earned the
rank of colonel.

Colonel Pantanelli passed away on
January 14, 2023. She would have been
98 in March.

New York’s 16th District and I thank
her for her service and send our deepest
condolences to everyone impacted by
this monumental loss.

———

WILDLAND FIREFIGHTERS
DESERVE SUPPORT

(Mr. ZINKE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. ZINKE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in defense of our Nation’s wildland fire-
fighters.

In my role as Secretary of the Inte-
rior, as Congressman, and as a Mon-
tanan, I have seen the devastation that
mismanagement and overregulation
has brought to our forests.

Every year, we bear witness to our
forests and homes burning in cata-
strophic wildfires, wildfires that will
be made worse by frivolous and poten-
tially deadly litigation that seeks to
prevent firefighters from doing their
job.

Last year, I was at a fire camp in
Elmo, Montana. While I watched scoop-
ers from Bridger Aerospace do their
work on the ridge, I also noticed the
red stripe where retardant was dropped
to protect homes, ranches, and lives.

In many ways, wildland firefighting
is a lot like serving on the battlefield.
The men and women are dropped be-
hind enemy lines, surrounded on all
fronts, and the only resources they
have next to them are those men and
women who fight fires and the air sup-
port above. If they call in air support,
it is because they need it.

We would never think of denying our
troops in battle the lifesaving air sup-
port they need, so why would anyone
think that our firefighters doing their
job deserve any less?

——
[ 1800

HOMES FOR HOMELESS VETERANS

(Mrs. CHERFILUS-McCORMICK
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend her remarks.)

Mrs. CHERFILUS-McCORMICK. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today in support of the
33,000 veterans in this country experi-
encing homelessness and ask for your
support for my bill, the Healthy Foun-
dations for Homeless Veterans Act.

This bill would make permanent the
temporary flexibilities granted to the
Department of Veterans Affairs from
section 4201(a).

Veterans make up 7 percent of the
general population but represent 13
percent of adults who are suffering
from homelessness. Nationally, the
total number of veterans experiencing
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homelessness has decreased by 11 per-
cent since January 2020.

The Department of Veterans Affairs
has placed over 40,000 veterans in per-
manent housing as a result of the tem-
porary flexibilities granted to it to pro-
vide shelter. This is a great start; how-
ever, we can make more progress. This
is just the beginning, as there are an
estimated 267 homeless veterans in
Broward County, where I represent.

This commonsense legislation would
authorize the Department of Veterans
Affairs to provide shelter, food, cloth-
ing, bedding, hygiene items, transpor-
tation, communication devices, and
other necessary assistance to veterans
who are homeless and are using rental
vouchers.

Mr. Speaker, we will not stop until
every veteran has a roof over their
head.

———

HONORING THE NASSAU COUNTY
POLICE DEPARTMENT

(Mr. SANTOS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. SANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the brave men and
women of the Nassau County Police
Department.

Last week, the Nassau PD arrested
eight men in New York’s Third Con-
gressional District who are said to be
part of an organized theft group from
South America.

While I am grateful to their ongoing
commitment to preventing these acts
of violence, but for suburban New
Yorkers in New York’s Third Congres-
sional District, we are seeing a major
uptick in crime.

In Nassau County alone, a reported
7,394 crimes have been recorded in 2022.
This includes grand larceny, bur-
glaries, and vehicle theft.

Recently, I spoke with the NYPD’s
commanding officer, Assistant Chief
Kevin Williams of Queens, to discuss
the potential protests in response to
the unfortunate events that have taken
place in Memphis.

I personally extend my support to
Assistant Chief Williams and his team
during this time of uncertainty. While
peaceful protests may occur nation-
wide, we should also offer our support
to the brave men and women of our
local law enforcement.

Mr. Speaker, it is my commitment to
support good policy that will provide
both the training and resources that
our local law enforcement requires to
keep our communities safe.

———

IN MEMORY OF ALBERTO BHOGE

(Mr. MILLS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
on a saddened occasion to talk about a
son, a brother, a husband, father, sol-
dier, agent, and friend, truly beloved
by so many whose lives he touched.

Alberto Bhoge was born February 12,
1984, and honorably served in the U.S.
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Army Reserves from February 2010 to
September 2014.

During his time serving honorably in
uniform, he deployed to Afghanistan in
April 2010 until February 2011 with C
Company 478th Civil Affairs Battalion.

If serving wasn’t enough to dedicate
your life and be willing to die for this
Nation, he took his uniform off and
continued his service in the Federal
Bureau of Investigation where he pro-
tected our country through his civil
service.

Alberto passed on January 17, 2023,
and is survived by his wife, who also
serves with the FBI, and their two chil-
dren.

Mr. Speaker, I ask that everyone
here today join me in praying for his
family, friends, and all those who cared
for Berto. We love you. God bless. Air-
borne.

—————

IMPROVING OUR GOVERNMENT
THROUGH LEGISLATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. CASTEN) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. CASTEN. Mr. Speaker, I am here
today to introduce three bills to make
our government work a little better.
Before I get to those, I would put a
question to all of us in this Chamber,
the thousands who are sitting here to-
night in the gallery, folks watching,
but those of us who have the privilege
to have this job.

Why are we here?

What is the reason we decided to get
into this line of work?

There is a small number of us who, I
don’t know, may go on to be President
or some other office. There is a handful
of us who get our viral clips on the
local news. There is some larger num-
ber of us who actually get our name on
a big bill that makes a difference, and
we are remembered by our name: The
Tafts and Hartleys and Sarbanes and
Oxleys.

The truth is that most of us are
going to be about as well-known to our
successors as our predecessors are to
us.

We are here. We are doing a job. We
will be known for the office that we
held. We will be remembered for the
dignity with which we held that office
but not for who we are as individuals.
And that is okay, right?

One of my favorite pieces of advice I
got when I got into this line of work
was from President Obama, who said,
This is not a sprint, this is a relay. And
your job is to pass the baton to the
next person in a little bit of a better
position than you had it when you
picked it up on the last leg.

Now everybody in this body has dif-
ferent policy views, different ideas of
what a better position in that relay
might look like. But I submit that we
do have some universal goals that we
all agree on or else we wouldn’t be in
this line of work.
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We all want a government that deliv-
ers the greatest good for the greatest
number. We all want a government
that upholds our founding promise of
freedom and equality.

We all, I think, believe Abraham Lin-
coln’s admonition to us that a govern-
ment of, by, and for the people should
not perish from this Earth. We all,
also, I think agree that on those really
hard questions, the beauty of the gov-
ernment that our Founders created, it
is on the hard ones where we disagree
the single best way to resolve those
disputes is through a democratic proc-
ess.

It ain’t always the best way, but we
decided not to have kings. We have
agreed not to resolve those through
wars. We have agreed to resolve them
through a democratic process.

I agree with Winston Churchill when
he said that democracy is the worst
form of government, except for all the
other ones that have been tried, but it
is the best one that we have.

I put those goals out there because 1
think they are universal. But if we are
honest with ourselves, I'm not sure we
are doing such a good job. When we
have record wealth inequality, when we
have record numbers of mass shoot-
ings, when we have surging levels of
deaths of despair from the opioid crisis
to suicide, it is hard to say that we are
doing the greatest good for the great-
est number.

When we have persistent male-female
wage gaps, racial wealth gaps, steady
numbers of Black men getting killed
for minor traffic violations, it is hard
to say we are doing a really good job of
upholding a promise to freedom and
equality.

When we look at what we do in this
building, not just on our end here but
the north and the south end of the
building, do we do what the people ask
us to do, things that are overwhelm-
ingly popular?

Campaign finance reform, getting rid
of gerrymandering, holding ourselves
to the same legal and ethical standards
that we ask all American citizens to be
held to.

We can’t get those bills sent to the
President’s desk. Those things are re-
jected. We don’t even get them out of
this building. That is a question of
whether we really are making sure
that we have a government that is of,
by, and for the people.

I know that you all face the same
questions I get when I go home. People
ask: Why is it that people in this insti-
tution are failing to do things that are
overwhelmingly popular?

When we see those little polls that
say Congress has a 20 percent approval
rating, that should be a red light that
we have to fix things.

And, of course, the refusal of sub-
stantially all of one political party, the
party of Lincoln, to condemn an attack
on the U.S. Capitol that sought to
overturn a free and fair election is not
a commitment to preserve and abide by
the wisdom of the majority.
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Now, I can get depressing, and I am
not trying to depress anyone. It can be
a cause for hopelessness, but not for us,
right? I mean, we got into this job to
fix things.

Mr. Speaker, I know you got into
this job to fix things, to make things
better, right? Seeing something that is
broke is an opportunity to make it bet-
ter. Maybe it is an opportunity for us
to build something better and maybe
people will remember our names.

We have to get to work and move the
baton forward to do that. If we are
going to do that, we have to first ac-
knowledge some unpleasant, if self-evi-
dent, truths.

First of all, we don’t like to say it
around here often, but we should. Our
Founders actually weren’t perfect.
They weren’t Moses. They weren’t
Jesus. They were fallible people just
like us.

One of my favorite descriptions of
the Constitutional Convention was
Benjamin Franklin when he was asked
about the process. And he said, When
you assemble a number of men to have
the advantage of their joint wisdom—
he should have said ‘‘and women’ but
it’s with the times—when you assemble
them to get their joint wisdom, you in-
evitably assemble all of their preju-
dices, their passions, their errors of
opinion, their local interests, and their
selfish views.

He was talking about the Constitu-
tional Convention.

It sounds an awful lot like he is talk-
ing about all the people we work with
every day, right? We all have our er-
rors of opinion and our selfish views,
and that is okay. Trust our Founders
that they were not perfect and they
were just as flawed as we all are.

The second thing we have to ac-
knowledge is that our Founders didn’t
actually think the Constitution was
perfect. It is not this immutable
stones’ path on the mountain.

This is Thomas Jefferson in Sep-
tember 1789, after the Constitution was
ratified. He wrote to James Madison:
Every Constitution—this is a little
crazy, I'll warn you.

Every Constitution, every law should
naturally expire at the end of 19 years.
It might be that every form of govern-
ment is so perfectly contrived that the
will of the majority—will of the major-
ity—could always be obtained fairly,
but this is true of no form.

I am not suggesting that all our laws
expire in 19 years, but these are the
people who wrote the Constitution say-
ing, I'm not sure this thing is really
good for more than 19 years or so, that
if we are going to make sure that we
fulfill the will of the majority, we
might have to prune it.

Okay. That is fine.

The third thing, and this is the one
that I think is most important for us
here today, is that our Founders did
not understand democracy nearly as
well as we do.

They were an amazing group of peo-
ple. They did an amazing thing, but we
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have 233 years of wisdom that they did
not have. We learned something with
that time over the course. Think about
the fact that our Founders designed
the Constitution with the idea that
they would not be political parties.
They called them factions but they
couldn’t contemplate of a world where
you could have a functioning democ-
racy and political parties.

Well, I think we have proved you can
do that.

They didn’t have standing armies.
They didn’t have income taxes. They
couldn’t contemplate of a country
where women had the right to vote.
They couldn’t contemplate a country
where they didn’t have the ability to
hold slaves and not only not allow
them to vote but do a whole bunch of
other things to suppress their freedom
and their equality. They kicked that
problem down the road.

Again, these things sound familiar,
right? We have been there.

Now, they were wise enough to plan
for those surprises—they made the
Constitution amendable—but we know
things they didn’t know. We are gov-
erning in a different environment still
under those tools. If we acknowledge
they were no perfect than we are, we
acknowledge that we have a responsi-
bility to move this baton forward, then
I think we can be honest about what we
can do and not be constrained by our
own ambition.

Because what is clear, the answer to
that question, ‘“why is it that we can’t
do things that the majority of the
American people want?”’ is in large
part because while our Founders paid
lipservice to democracy, they said in
that letter that Jefferson wrote to
Madison, that it is important that a
government do the will of the major-
ity.

At core, they didn’t really trust the
will of the majority. They created the
electoral college because they didn’t
trust that people could be trusted with
the vote. The direct elections of Presi-
dents were going to be a problem.

You go and you read the stuff they
wrote. They said some populous could
just stir up the passions of some unin-
formed rube in the rural areas.

These are almost direct quotes.

They didn’t trust that people in a
fully democratic society could elect a
President so they created the electoral
college. They created the Senate ex-
pressly to frustrate the will of the ma-
jority.

Now, I say ‘‘they,” it wasn’t a uni-
versal view, but there was no way that
we were going to have these United
States, to get all those colonies to
agree unless there was some way to
prevent the will of the majority from
causing laws to go forward.

So we created the Senate. You could
argue that we created the Senate to
preserve slavery, and it did that for, I
don’t know, a couple dozen years. But
it massively overrepresented the low
population States in order to make
sure that we could actually get people
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to agree to join in these United States.
That is what they did.

O 1815

Today, or when it was founded, the
biggest State had 10 times the popu-
lation of the smallest State. Today, it
is up to almost 100. So, we have mas-
sively disenfranchised huge numbers of
American people because of a structure
that was designed to disenfranchise
large but not as big numbers of Amer-
ican people.

We kick a bill out of here and can get
50 votes in the Senate with people rep-
resenting 17 percent of the TUnited
States population.

When our voters ask us why we can’t
get things done that are supported by
the will of the majority, it is built into
our system.

Finally, our Founders created the
Supreme Court with largely no checks
and balances on the Supreme Court—
lifetime appointments, no ethics obli-
gations. Goodness knows, we have seen
a fair amount of what is going on there
right now.

Remember, Marbury v. Madison that
significantly expanded the power of the
Court relative to the legislative branch
came after the Constitution was
signed. This is a different structure
than what they contemplated, and that
effectively gave the Supreme Court not
the ability to write laws but darn close
to it because you get one Supreme
Court Justice that flips the majority,
and all of a sudden, you can say that
our work here, all the good work we
put in, is unconstitutional and turn it
over with the whim of one vote. That is
not majoritarian.

Mr. Speaker, I ask you to consider
for a moment what our country would
look like just over maybe three dec-
ades if the will of the majority had pre-
vailed, if we actually lived in a country
where we only did what the majority of
Americans want us to do.

First off, I would like to introduce
you to President Gore, followed not too
long after by President Hillary Clinton.
We would have elected our first female
President because that was the will of
the majority, right?

That would have had a dramatically
different Supreme Court, whole num-
bers of decisions. How do we think
about the Second Amendment in the
wake of Heller? It would have been a
heck of a lot different with different
Justices on that Court.

How we think about campaign fi-
nance in the wake of Citizens United
would have been quite a bit different
with different folks on the Supreme
Court.

The Dobbs decision—do we believe
that women are truly equal in this so-
ciety? That might have been a different
decision if we had expressed the will of
the people.

By the way, campaign finance re-
form, a woman’s right to choose, want-
ing to not get shot, these are very pop-
ular things with the majority of the
American people, yet we can’t deliver
that because of what happened.
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I am going to give an exception that
proves the rule, and this one we don’t
talk about enough here, but as House
Members, this one should make us furi-
ous.

Last year, this body passed, on a bi-
partisan basis, the Emmett Till
Antilynching Act. It made lynching a
Federal crime—long overdue.

It went to the Senate. The Senate
passed it, and the President signed it.
It is a law now. It is now a Federal
crime to lynch in America. Good for
the Senate.

Do you know when that bill first
passed this body? 1922. It took a hun-
dred years, a century, for the Senate to
acknowledge what the House had ac-
knowledged for a hundred years, that
lynching is bad. We have to fix this
place, folks.

If we don’t want to answer that ques-
tion anymore, when people say, “Why
can’t you do what we want?” We all
know what they tell us, right? “It is
because you are corrupt. It is because
your donors won’t let you do this. It is
because you are just in it for your
ego.”

Look, there are some of us who suffer
from those problems, but if the institu-
tion needs fixing, we can fix it on our
own.

If any of what I am saying sounds
partisan, I mean, I get it. I am talking
about women’s right to choose. I am
talking about sensible gun control leg-
islation. I am talking about who would
have won President. All of those things
sound kind of partisan. That is only be-
cause, in this structure, we have gotten
to a point where one party in America
is representing the views of the major-
ity of the American people, and the
other party derives its power solely
from those minoritarian institutions.

In a healthy democracy, we should
all be competing for that mythical cen-
ter of the electorate. We shouldn’t be
sitting there and saying: I have a 20-
year plan to stack the Court with Jus-
tices who will agree with me to over-
turn the will of the American people.

We shouldn’t be sitting there saying:
Well, I can control the Senate if I just
find a couple of Senate seats in a cou-
ple of low-population States with cheap
TV markets.

We all know it happens, right?

We will be healthier, both of our par-
ties, if we commit ourselves to the
idea, as Jefferson said, that if we are
not representing the will of the major-
ity because no form of government ever
consistently does, let’s fix it so that we
do, which brings me to the three bills
we introduced today.

The first bill is a constitutional
amendment to add 12 national at-large
Senators. It doesn’t do anything else to
change the Senate. It doesn’t do any-
thing to frustrate Article V. You can’t
in any way diminish the relative power
of the Senate. But imagine what would
happen if 10 percent of the Senate had
an interest in representing the will of
the American people.

We would then sit there in this
House, the people’s House, where we
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represent the will of the American peo-
ple, with confidence that we had people
fighting for us over there.

It would make it that much harder
for them to filibuster a good bill that
comes out of here because why would
they filibuster something that is sup-
ported by the majority of the American
people?

It would also, by adding 12 senators,
add 12 more electors representing the
popular vote. That would reduce the
number of scenarios where we could
have the popular vote winner lose an
election to the electoral vote winner.
That is the first bill.

The second one is to expand this
House, and in the next Census, 2030, say
let’s go out and look at the smallest
State in the Union and say the size of
that State is going to set the size of a
congressional district because if we are
the House of Representatives, we
should make sure that all of us rep-
resent as close as we can the same
number of people.

The House hasn’t grown since 1911.
The population of the United States
has grown three and a half times since
1911.

All of us in this room, on average—
your mileage may vary—represent
737,000, 740,000 people. In 1911, we rep-
resented 200,000 people.

Imagine how much different our jobs
would be if we had 200,000 constituents
to represent, to go talk to, to under-
stand, to make sure that we reflected
their views. We would be better. We
would be more representative.

There are only two countries in the
world with parliamentary democracies
that represent more people than we do:
India and Afghanistan. We are the
crazy outlier, right?

Let’s expand the House and make us
more representative. If we did that
based on the last Census, that would
add something like 130 seats to this
House.

Again, it would add further electors.
It would make us more diverse. It
would bring in a new group of people. It
would make us better, make us more
representative.

The third, because I know there are a
lot of constitutional originalists in the
room, is to restore the Supreme Court
to its Article III responsibilities.

If my colleagues haven’t read it in a
while, I encourage them to go read Ar-
ticle III of the Constitution that lays
out the scope of the Supreme Court. It
says that they are responsible for mat-
ters of admiralty law, maritime law,
matters relating to ambassadors, dis-
putes between the States, and in such
appellate jurisdictions the Congress
may see fit to provide from time to
time.

If we have a Court that is consist-
ently not fulfilling the will of the
American people, if we have a Court
that is consistently encroaching on our
power here in this Chamber, over-
turning our judgments and what we do,
it is in our power to perhaps see fit
from time to time to reduce their ap-
pellate jurisdiction.
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So, what we have said is: Let’s reduce
their appellate jurisdiction to the cir-
cuit courts, and let’s depoliticize judge
selection processes. If the courts are
going to say that a law that we passed
is unconstitutional, we will select from
a pool of circuit court judges, appellate
court judges, at random, and it will
take at least 70 percent of them to
overturn a bill that we pass out of
here.

It takes two-thirds for us to overturn
a veto, right? Let’s hold them to the
same standard. Let’s not make this po-
litical. Let’s get enough people in-
volved in the pool that you can’t politi-
cize this. Do it for the good of making
this place work.

Also, it would eliminate the shadow
docket. Why do we allow ourselves to
continue to live in a world where the
Supreme Court can just decide to rule
on something and not even explain it?
How do you work as a lawyer if you
don’t know that? Let’s get rid of the
shadow docket.

I am not perfect. You aren’t perfect,
Mr. Speaker. None of us in this room
are perfect. Our Founders weren’t per-
fect, but we are perfectible, and we
have a job that affords us the oppor-
tunity and the responsibility to make
our government a little bit better, a
little bit more responsive, a little bit
more democratic to move the baton
forward.

I would submit that that is just an
amazing privilege. I am grateful to
have it. I am grateful to serve with all
of my colleagues.

I hope I can get the support of this
body and my colleagues to redouble our
commitments to make our government
better, to make sure that we honor Jef-
ferson’s promise to tune it and tweak
it if it is not carrying out the majority
will, and to pass that baton forward to
whoever follows us up to be in a little
better position than we had ourselves.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

——

THREATS FACING CONSERVATIVE
SPEECH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. BUCK) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous materials.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Colorado?

There was no objection.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to discuss the
threats facing conservative speech in
this country. When members of govern-
ment take it upon themselves to de-
clare certain speech illegal or undesir-
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able, they effectively silence opposi-
tion. This isn’t the American way.

We have seen this kind of censorship
in Saudi Arabia, Communist China,
and Soviet Russia. We never want to
see it in America.

Tonight, we are gathered to call at-
tention to a shocking, coordinated at-
tempt by progressives in business and
government to suppress dissent, stifle
debate, and threaten free speech.

Last week, one of the largest sat-
ellite TV providers, DIRECTYV, chose to
deplatform Newsmax from their lineup.

Newsmax is the fourth highest-rated
cable news channel and is watched by
more than 25 million Americans. This
decision means that more than 13 mil-
lion homes will lose access to Newsmax
programming.

Mr. Speaker, 2 years ago, Democratic
members of the Energy and Commerce
Committee wrote to AT&T and
DIRECTYV encouraging the censorship
of One America News, FOX News, and
Newsmax. Two years later, two out of
three of those networks are now
deplatformed.

One year ago, after pressure from
Democrats, AT&T and DIRECTV re-
moved the One America News Network
from its programming, and now
DIRECTYV has removed Newsmax.

The Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee has immediate jurisdiction over
the business interests of DIRECTV. It
doesn’t take a rocket scientist to un-
derstand why AT&T and DIRECTYV felt
pressured to comply with committee
demands.

Simply put, Democrats in that com-
mittee disagreed with the content com-
ing out of One America News Network
and Newsmax and decided they wanted
them canceled.

This is a clear case of free speech in-
fringement and viewpoint discrimina-
tion. Government colluding with tele-
communications giants should chill us
all.

We are facing a concerted, unabashed
effort to shrink the limits of debate by
corporations in an unholy alliance with
political activists and their govern-
ment avatars. These companies have
become willing prosecutors of dissent.

Woke corporations are actively inter-
posing themselves between Americans
and the conversations they need to
have. Why? Because they are afraid,
afraid that the lessons they learned in
progressive universities won’t stand up
to objective scrutiny; afraid that vig-
orous debate breeds societies of citi-
zens, not sheep; above all, afraid that if
they cannot anoint themselves enlight-
ened arbiters, their ideas will just have
to stand on their own merits like the
rest of us.

I urge my colleagues across the aisle
to rethink their desire to silence oppo-
sition. The people who want to silence
opponents are people who can’t win de-
bates.

I urge American businesses to stiffen
their spines and stand up in favor of
free speech and open speech.

We acknowledge that we may never
know the exact mindset of the deci-
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sionmakers who decided to join hand in
glove with progressives’ drive to si-
lence their opposition, but what we
know is more than enough.

Democrats asked, and DIRECTV de-
livered. Progressives spoke up, and One
America News was silenced. Newsmax
is now on the chopping block.

Where does that leave us? Under the
lengthening shadow of censorship or at
the beginning of a new era when free-
dom fights back.

I know what side I will be on. Which
one will you join?

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
BIsHOP), my colleague from the Tar
Heel State.

Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, the gentleman from Colorado
and my colleagues will show in this
hour that censorship of conservative
voices proliferates among social media
and other tech companies, banks and
other commercial service providers,
and massive public companies and cap-
ital markets pursuing ESG policies.

As Mr. BUCK suggested, it is worse
than that because the leading and most
insidious censors, whose predominant
selection of conservatives to victimize,
by the way, as only an aside, are the
powerful and secretive agencies of Fed-
eral law enforcement and the so-called
intelligence community.

O 1830

In only the most recent example of
this egregious wrongdoing, and solely
due to the commendable voluntary dis-
closure by a social media company of
the Twitter files, we now know that
not only the FBI but also the ODNI,
NSA, and CIA audaciously abused their
power to coordinate Big Tech and Big
Media to suppress from circulation in-
formation that was highly significant
to the 2020 Presidential election; name-
ly, the New York Post’s Hunter Biden
laptop story.

But even this jaw-dropping disclosure
focusing on an isolated document
brings home just how insidious, how
brazen the conduct of these massive
and unaccountable agencies has be-
come.

Here is one. Twitter files Number 7,
Tweet 15, by one of the reporters with
integrity, Michael Shellenberger: My
colleagues at the Fort had a query for
you. This is from Elvis Chan at the FBI
to Yoel Roth at Twitter.

My colleagues at the Fort is a ref-
erence to Fort Meade, the headquarters
of the National Security Agency. He
says that Twitter no longer provides
their data feed, as they had in earlier
years apparently, and asked if they
would be willing to change it.

Their data feed; comments, postings
of 77 million Americans and more than
330 million people worldwide.

My colleagues, Mr. Chan says, are
currently contracting with a vendor for
an analytic tool for open-source intel-
ligence. The commercial version of this
tool includes the Twitter data feed.
However, the feed was disabled because
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the vendor said they did not want to
violate their terms of service with
Twitter.

My colleagues are wondering if Twit-
ter would be open to revising its terms
of service to allow this vendor to con-
tinue having access to the Twitter
feed.

This representative of the FBI is ask-
ing for Twitter to reverse its policy to
allow government agencies to conduct
analytics on the discourse of the Amer-
ican people; mass surveillance of the
public conversation; collection and
preservation, so it can be searched at
will by government bureaucrats for
whatever purposes.

And note, he makes reference to the
provision of this, not to the FBI, but
“to members of the IC,” the intel-
ligence community.

Bad enough if this were the FBI, but
he is talking about the agencies who
are supposed to direct their attention
abroad for the sake of American secu-
rity and, instead, they are seeking
mass surveillance on Americans’ utter-
ances and those of unsuspecting people
the world over.

A good Democrat, William Proxmire
said, power always has to be kept in
check. Power exercised in secret, espe-
cially under the cloak of national secu-
rity, is doubly dangerous.

Mr. Speaker, in the Select Sub-
committee on the Weaponization of the
Federal Government, we will plumb the
depths of powerful agencies gone rogue;
and then this Congress must act to
keep in check power exercised in se-
cret.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Arizona, the Grand
Canyon State (Mr. BIGGS), America’s
favorite Arizona podcaster.

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for organizing this.

In years past, I would imagine that
this particular issue would draw people
from both sides of the aisle to come
and protest the marriage of Big Busi-
ness, Big Tech, and Big Government, to
silence dissenting voices in this, what
once was the freest Nation in the his-
tory of the world.

Censorship is an authoritarian tool
used to keep power by suppressing dis-
sent. It is done, in our case, under the
myth of keeping Americans safe. Con-
servatives, though, are playing against
a stacked deck. This administration is
doing the stacking.

Last year, for instance, the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security attempted
to establish the Orwellian
disinformation governance board, ulti-
mately having to walk that back but,
in reality, they just gave it another
name and they will continue to try to
suppress conservative voices.

We learned months later that
Facebook implemented a special portal
where government officials can request
the censorship of specific posts.

Ahead of the 2020 election, unelected,
deep state bureaucrats coordinated
with major social media companies to
ensure that the contents of Hunter
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Biden’s laptop would be suppressed,
right before an election.

Users could not even share a link to
the New York Post story to read the
report for themselves, and Twitter
even locked the New York Post’s ac-
count and others for simply sharing
the report.

Facebook spied on individuals’® pri-
vate messages and reported users to
the FBI if they questioned the 2020
election.

Facebook, Twitter, and Instagram
and others removed a sitting United
States President from their platforms.
Meanwhile, Twitter allowed Iran’s
Ayatollah Ali Khamenei to tweet hor-
rific messages and tweets, without so
much as deleting the tweets.

And we wonder, we wonder, why
Americans feel threatened by their own
government, and why polling consist-
ently tells us that our governmental
institutions are viewed with disrepute
by the American people.

The moderators of these platforms
have put their thumb on the scale of
debate and have targeted conservatives
over and over. But censorship does not
just occur online, it can occur in the
chilling of speech and the removal of
debate altogether. We see that on col-
lege campuses, where students are fear-
ful of retaliation if they express a con-
servative viewpoint.

We have seen this administration
target concerned parents attending
school board meetings to protect their
First Amendment activity by likening
them to domestic terrorists.

Recently, we have watched as Demo-
crats, instead of promoting free speech,
wrote a letter demanding that AT&T,
that Alphabet, Hulu, Apple, Comcast,
Roku, et cetera, remove three conserv-
ative media outlets from their pro-
gramming. They have taken down
OAN, and they have now notified
Newsmax they are going to take them
down.

We know what happens in nations
where you have the Big Government
utilizing the power of the marketplace
through Big Business, and now the
marriage of Big Tech. We know that
that leads to something that I call fas-
cism. That is what we see happening in
this once and, hopefully, future great
Nation today.

The idea, ‘¢ . that ideas can be
dangerous; but that the suppression of
ideas is fatal to a democratic society.
Freedom itself is a dangerous way of
life, but it is ours.”

That statement was originally issued
in May of 1953 by the Westchester Con-
ference of the American Library Asso-
ciation.

I am suggesting that we have the
courage to allow free speech, free
thought, free debate in this great Na-
tion.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, it is now my
honor to yield to the gentleman from
South Carolina, the Palmetto State,
one of Biden’s many vacation spots
(Mr. NORMAN).

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman and I appreciate him for
putting this together.

H561

Mr. Speaker, as citizens of the United
States of America, we are privileged to
have a constitutional right of free
speech. This right entitles us to the
ability to speak, but not the right to be
heard.

Favoring liberal voices over conserv-
ative ones, while pretending to be neu-
tral, is both hypocritical and pro-
foundly unfair. However, no law com-
pels private companies to be fair and
evenhanded arbiters of information.

Censorship of conservatives online
and by Big Tech has become a com-
monly used mechanism by the left to
silence conservatives. Silencing people
because you simply disagree with them
dangerously infringes on the rights of
free speech as protected in the First
Amendment of our Constitution.

When 1 learned that DIRECTV
dropped Newsmax from its channels, I
was outraged. Newsmax is the fourth
highest-rated cable news channel and is
watched by 256 million Americans.

Everyone should be allowed to choose
what news outlets they want to hear
from, especially with the dominance of
the democratic media. I frequently
reach a wide audience of my constitu-
ency to communicate the ongoings of
Congress and can personally speak to
how large the audience is based on the
feedback I receive from my constitu-
ents in South Carolina’s Fifth District
and from other States.

I am glad that House Republicans
will hold hearings on this matter to get
to the bottom of the blatant censorship
of conservative views so that we will
know, once and for all, if DIRECTYV has
been selectively targeting Newsmax.

DIRECTYV should be held accountable
for its actions, and I fully stand behind
conservatives having their voices
heard.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BABIN),
the best dentist in Texas.

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Speaker, not many
have tasted true freedom like Ameri-
cans have because, in all of the world,
there is no place like the United States
of America.

But if we are not careful, this unique
experiment that has persevered
through depression, famine, sickness,
terrorism, world wars, and a civil war
will disappear before our very eyes.

The French philosopher Montesquieu
wrote that ‘“‘the deterioration of every
government begins with the decay of
the principles upon which it was found-
ed.” This statement is as true today as
it was in 1748.

Right now, we are literally wit-
nessing the decay of our freedoms of
speech. For years, we have watched one
political party silence and discredit
those they disagree with by de-
platforming them, censoring them,
shadow-banning them, and suppressing
their ability to reach the public.

We have seen this tactic used against
duly elected Members of Congress, pro-
fessionals in countless fields, conserv-
ative media outlets like Newsmax and
OAN, and even a sitting President.
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The endless kowtowing to a political
faction with an agenda so radical that
you either have to bend the knee or be
exiled goes against the very fabric of
our Constitution. It is un-American,
and it is a disgrace.

The left treats debate or, God forbid,
even a simple difference of thought, as
public enemy number one. Why is our
freedom of speech so threatening to the
democratic narrative?

We cannot stand idle while our free-
doms are being extinguished. As Presi-
dent Reagan said, ‘‘freedom is never
more than one generation away from
extinction.”

I don’t want my 17 grandchildren to
spend their sunset years telling their
children and their children’s children
what it was once like in the United
States, when men and women were
free.

We must ensure that America re-
mains that beacon of hope, the city on
a hill, a nation with a dream that any-
one can grasp if they only have the
courage to dare.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Virginia, the Old
Dominion State, the State for Lovers
(Mr. GooD).

Mr. GOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for his leadership,
his continued leadership on this sub-
ject.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to bring
awareness, more awareness to the con-
tinued censorship of conservative
voices.

Leftist bias and discrimination con-
tinues to threaten a diversity of
thoughts and viewpoints being rep-
resented in the public arena. It is not
hard to find examples of conservative
voices being silenced.

In fact, we know that Democrats and
the White House have been colluding
with private companies in recent years
to censor and eliminate conservative
voices.

In fact, back in February of 2021,
Democrats on the Energy and Com-
merce Committee went so far as to
write and ask AT&T’s DIRECTV to
censor OAN, FOX News Channel, and
Newsmax. Then, in January of 2022,
AT&T-owned DIRECTV complied and
dropped OAN from their platform and
their channel lineup.

Now they are planning to do the
same thing with Newsmax, the fourth
highest-rated cable news channel, or
the fourth most popular one, and a top-
20 cable channel overall.

Meanwhile, DIRECTV carries 10 to 12
liberal news channels with a much less-
er audience, and actually pays them to
be on their platform.

It is wrong for DIRECTV to make
nonbusiness decisions for ideological
reasons that are in direct conflict with
the interests of their customers, their
employees, and their shareholders.

Worse yet, it is wrong for DIRECTV
to utilize their business to suppress
conservative voices by infringing on
the constitutional freedoms of speech
and the freedom of the press because
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Newsmax is actually a media company
that is trying hard to hold government
accountable.

Why else would DIRECTYV drop one of
their most popular channels?
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DIRECTV’s actions are just another
example of Big Tech and big media
being leveraged to discriminate against
conservative voices.

Whatever happened to classic lib-
eralism where we allowed a variety of
viewpoints to be heard and let people
think for themselves?

Republicans must conduct appro-
priate oversight to determine the de-
gree to which Democrats in Congress
and the White House are colluding with
media companies to suppress First
Amendment freedom of speech and
freedom of the press.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
VAN DREW).

Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Speaker, I
thank Mr. BUCK for doing this and put-
ting this together.

Blatant attacks on conservative
speech are truly nothing new. First,
the left and Big Tech removed a sitting
President from social media platforms.
Imagine that: a sitting President re-
moved.

Then Big Tech companies deemed
conservative views on COVID ‘‘misin-
formation’ and removed sitting Mem-
bers of Congress from Twitter. Then
these same Big Tech companies deemed
the Hunter Biden story ‘‘misinforma-
tion”’ and wiped any mention of it from
their platforms.

Yet, Democrats can freely post that
former President Trump was involved
in Russian collusion, despite that being
proven a lie. Democrats in Congress
can tweet anti-Semitic rhetoric with
no repercussions from Big Tech or even
their own party. It is unbelievable.

When an outsider of politics came in
and took over Twitter, thank God,
Democrats knew they were in a little
bit of trouble. They did everything pos-
sible to stop the overhaul of the plat-
form, which desperately needed to be
done. It is because they knew our gov-
ernment was involved in censoring
Americans, censoring American free
speech.

Our First Amendment is unequivo-
cally the most important right af-
forded to us, the most important right
given to us, from our forefathers. It is
a blessing from God.

We teach our children to have a
voice. We teach them to stand up for
what they believe in. Yet, this trend
being perpetuated by the left that dif-
fering viewpoints should be censored
cannot stand.

With DIRECTV making the decision
to remove Newsmax, it is essentially
depriving millions of Americans from
hearing directly from their Represent-
atives. It is definitely censorship, and
it is departing from our Nation’s, from
America’s, core principles.

That is why I am standing here. I am
standing here, and I am fighting here
for Newsmax on DIRECTYV.
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It is not just about Newsmax. It is
about Americans’ right to freedom of
speech. We cannot lose the America,
the America that we know and the
America that we love, but we are so
painfully close to losing it in so many
ways, and this being the most impor-
tant way.

We cannot allow the silencing of
views. We must foster and encourage
debate in this great country. Every-
body should be at the table. All the
issues should be discussed and ham-
mered out.

Whether you are a Democrat, a Re-
publican, or an independent, everyone
deserves a voice. Everyone deserves to
be heard. This is America. Everyone
deserves to exercise their First Amend-
ment right without any interference,
without interference from big compa-
nies, without interference from Big
Tech, without interference from gov-
ernment. That is what our Founders in-
tended. That is what America is about.
We have the responsibility to stand up
and fight for and love that America.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman who has been described as
New Jersey’s best dentist.

Now, we are going to Arizona’s best
dentist.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR).

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, censorship
in America is a major problem. Con-
gress cannot continue to deputize Big
Tech to censor competition and lawful
political speech.

Reforming section 230 of the Commu-
nications Decency Act is critical. That
is why I have sponsored Stop the Cen-
sorship Act: to empower users with
their editorial control, not government
or Big Tech.

Making it worse, Big Government
has colluded with Big Tech to censor
American citizens and to influence
elections, which is a clear and illegal
violation of the Hatch Act and First
Amendment. Now, we have AT&T’s
DIRECTV deplatforming Newsmax. It
is all unacceptable.

Corrupt corporations and bureau-
crats must be held accountable. We
will utilize the Holman rule and all
tools at our disposal in Congress.

Looking back even 10 years, it was
difficult to predict the totalitarian in-
stincts that Big Tech and fake news
media now promote.

Our country was literally founded on
free speech and other civil liberties.
Today, the fragile Big Tech hipsters
are afraid of ideas. They are afraid of
open discussion. They cannot fathom
how to issue a counterpoint to anyone
or an idea they don’t like.

Censorship is un-American. It is un-
civil. It is a recipe for discontent and
authoritarianism. An enforced contract
between the subscriber and user pro-
tects free speech.

I thank the Congressman from Colo-
rado for hosting this Special Order on
this important issue, and I look for-
ward to our investigations and to our
reforms.
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Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. CLOUD).

Mr. CLOUD. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Mr. Buck for his leadership on this and
thank him for bringing us together for
this important conversation.

The First Amendment recognizes
what we understand to be a God-given
right, the right to freedom of speech
and the right to free press.

Tragically, Americans have seen
their government conspire against
them recently. We have seen parents
targeted at school board meetings. We
have seen pro-life activists brought
under light by the strong hand of their
government.

Too many times, American compa-
nies have joined in this effort. We have
seen once-great American companies
become the enforcement arm of a rad-
ical, woke, left agenda. They have en-
forced and become the authoritarian
enforcement for this effort. But Ameri-
cans are aware of what is happening.

Too many times, we have seen them
go after people who voiced concerns
over COVID lockdowns and vaccines on
social media. Now, they are going after
news channels that air stories that
they disagree with.

Last year, several Members on the
other side of this aisle sent letters to
several cable and satellite providers,
including DIRECTYV, demanding that
they stop showing OAN, Newsmax, and
Fox. In recent weeks, we have seen
AT&T’s DIRECTV cave to the Demo-
crats’ anti-American and Marxist de-
mands by demonetizing Newsmax and
OAN.

Many Americans are concerned. They
realize that their government’s sup-
pression of speech is the mark of total-
itarianism. We are committed to push-
ing back on this administration’s at-
tempt to silence and suppress the
American people.

To those on the left, I would simply
ask this: If you have to work this hard,
if you have to use censorship, coercion,
and suppression for your ideas to gain
any traction, maybe you have bad
ideas.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
TENNEY), a marine mom.

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
all my colleagues, but unfortunately,
this isn’t a bipartisan group.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today with deep
concern about the state of free and di-
verse speech in American public life.

DIRECTYV, as part of the extreme ne-

gotiation tactic, deplatformed
Newsmax and silenced their unique
perspective for over 13 million

DIRECTYV subscribers.

This negotiation tactic is a clear ex-
ample of political bias against conserv-
ative news outlets like Newsmax, and
it is having a chilling effect on free
speech and freedom of the press.

Media outlets enjoy certain privi-
leges as members of the fourth estate.
Limiting free speech based on political
views is against the spirit of the First
Amendment and contrary to a country
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that celebrates and encourages the
marketplace of ideas.

As a former newspaper owner and
publisher, I know what it means to rep-
resent all viewpoints in the media and
to revere that marketplace of ideas.
DIRECTYV has a responsibility to reas-
sure its customers and the American
people that it is not silencing Newsmax
for political reasons.

I ask, and all of us are asking, that
DIRECTYV immediately come to the ne-
gotiation table with Newsmax and end
this disruption of access rooted in po-
litical bias.

Mr. Speaker, I thank, again, my col-
leagues and everyone standing up for
this. I just hope that everyone on both
sides of the aisle, with all viewpoints,
would stand up and fight on behalf of
all of us who are now not getting a ro-
bust debate as promised by the spirit of
our Founders.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
MEUSER), whose district borders the
sweetest place on Earth, Hershey Park.

Mr. MEUSER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague and friend, Mr. BUCK, for
his leadership on this issue. This is
quite a somewhat disturbing issue, I
think, to all of us, Republicans and
Democrats.

For the last 2 years, Americans have
often been led to believe that anything
they see and hear that does not com-
port with the stance of the Biden ad-
ministration is somehow ‘‘misinforma-
tion,” whether it is criticism of COVID
mandates, the fact that our border is
not secure, or the authenticity of Hun-
ter Biden’s laptop.

Thanks to the Twitter files, we know
that social media companies actively
exploited their ideology and suppressed
speech with which they disagreed.
Nice, in America.

Two years ago, two of our Democrat
colleagues sent letters to every cable
and satellite provider calling conserv-
ative news channels FOX News,
Newsmax, and One America News pur-
veyors of disinformation and asked spe-
cifically: ‘“‘Are you planning to carry
FOX News, Newsmax, both now and be-
yond any contract renewal date? If so,
why?”’

Last year, DIRECTV announced that
it was deplatforming One America
News and just 1last week they
deplatformed Newsmax.

Over a million DIRECTV subscribers
in Pennsylvania, hundreds of thou-
sands in my district, no longer have ac-
cess to Newsmax through their TV.
Dozens and dozens of my constituents
have written or called my office to
voice their concern and anger about
DIRECTV’s actions to deplatform
Newsmax. This is unacceptable.

The Committee on Oversight and Ac-
countability will be, I very much hope
and will be supporting, investigating
private companies that have cir-
cumvented the First Amendment for
ideological purposes, and this inves-
tigation should not be limited to social
media platforms alone.
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Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. OWENS),
my good friend and a Super Bowl
champion.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my good friend, KEN BUCK, a leading
voice on demanding accountability
from Big Tech and big media, for bring-
ing us together tonight.

I am here to speak against the cen-
sorship of conservative outlets by
AT&T and DIRECTV.

On April 16, 1963,
King, Jr., was confined in a Bir-
mingham, Alabama, jail. His crime?
Fighting Jim Crow segregation and
showing the injustice to the American
people through peaceful, nonviolent
protest.

He shared his thoughts through a let-
ter titled: ‘“‘Letter from Birmingham
Jail.” He gave millions of Americans
the opportunity to read the thoughts of
reason and one of faith in the Judeo-
Christian values upon which our Na-
tion was founded. Dr. King was some-
one who believed in the innate good-
ness of American’s justice-seeking
heart.

He stated in that letter: ‘‘Injustice
anywhere in this country is injustice
everywhere.”

We see injustice in the canceling of
conservative voices by board members
and executives who cowardly hide in
secret behind closed doors, using the
power granted to them through the
corporate name built by other Amer-
ican-loving business leaders. AT&T and
DIRECTV have in the last 2 years
deplatformed two very prominent and
successful conservative platforms, OAN
and Newsmax.

The cancel culture is driven by the
insecure, the weak, and the intellectu-
ally lazy who work in the shadows to
control the American heart. This is be-
cause they feel inept and unable
through meritocracy to compete and
change the American heart.

We are standing in Congress today to
fight against injustice. It is an injus-
tice that literally threatens our free-
dom. The power brokers of the early
1900s focused on controlling the mar-
ketplace of property, wealth, and in-
dustry. Today’s power brokers are fo-
cused on controlling the marketplace
of thoughts, ideas, and communication.
In doing so, they steal the American
people’s opportunity for unity.

O 1900

There will never be American unity
without the freedom of speech, to be
heard, and our thoughts to be judged
by one another.

Ignorant and free can never be. Those
who seek to keep us ignorant, regard-
less of how powerful and popular they
are, are not the friends of freedom.
They are not friends of the American
way.

I call on all Americans to join us in
this fight against censorship and pre-
serve our freedom.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I recognize
the gentlewoman from Wyoming (Ms.

Martin Luther



H564

HAGEMAN), my neighbor to the north
from the Yellowstone State.

Ms. HAGEMAN. Mr. Speaker, in to-
day’s America, conservatives are con-
stantly under attack. Attempts to si-
lence us take many forms and are per-
petuated by numerous people, agencies,
and corporations.

Conservatives are more often audited
by the IRS, and conservative organiza-
tions are more often denied tax-exempt
status than are liberals. This is an in-
disputable fact and has been happening
at least since the Obama administra-
tion. This is, in part, the reason why
voting to stop the hiring of 87,000 new
IRS agents was so critical.

Conservatives are more often inves-
tigated and harassed by the Depart-
ment of Justice than are liberals. The
DOJ has even gone so far as to seize
the cell phone of a sitting Congress-
man. It has raided residents of conserv-
atives, while ignoring liberals whose
actions are far worse. It has aggres-
sively advocated for holding right-lean-
ing Americans in jail without due proc-
ess.

How many liberals have been banned
or shadow-banned on Facebook, Twit-
ter, Google, and other social and dig-
ital media sites. Scores of conserv-
atives have been so banned, including
our former President.

How many times do we see the so-
called ‘‘fact checks” on the social
media posts of conservatives while
never seeing them on the posts of lib-
erals. These ‘‘fact checks’ have cov-
ered such topics as COVID, climate
change, gun rights, crime, and actions
of protestors. The fact checks are dubi-
ous at best and downright dishonest at
worst.

Financial platforms such as PayPal,
Venmo, and GoFundMe routinely
refuse service to or censor conserv-
atives. In the past year alone,
GoFundMe has taken down fund-raisers
for Kyle Rittenhouse, conservative stu-
dents at Arizona State University, and
from the freedom trucker convoy after
having raised $9 million.

Finally, just this last week, we saw
that YouTube and Facebook have
censored Project Veritas in some of the
most important investigative research
that we have seen come out of a media
company.

While all of this sounds like an im-
possibility to overcome, we must fight
to end this bias. Through my assign-
ments to the Judiciary Committee and
the Select Committee on the
Weaponization of the Federal Govern-
ment, we will do exactly that.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentlewoman for her comments. I yield
to the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
GAETZ), the best Florida podcaster
from the Sunshine State.

Mr. GAETZ. Mr. Speaker, does it feel
sometimes like we are living in a crazy
sci-fi movie where powerful entities
and interests are trying to control
what we see and what we hear and
what we read? Because they ultimately
want to dominate what we think and
how we behave.
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My fellow Americans, there is a
broad effort underway to deplatform,
demonetize, and destroy anyone who
has a conservative America First per-
spective. We have seen this with
“Newsmax,” with ‘“One America
News.”” We saw Google work to demon-
etize ‘“The Federalist” and my ques-
tion is this: When did we become so
frail as a country? When did we take
the position that if we saw something
we didn’t agree with that somehow
that would dehumanize us and limit
our ability to participate in meaning-
ful dialogue? I think we became that
frail when the left started to say that
words were violence, which they are
not.

Speech is what liberates us from vio-
lence. It gives us an alternative path,
but people get frustrated and con-
cerned when they see that the choices
that they want to make in tele-
communications or the digital world
are deemed unacceptable by the powers
that be.

When did this realignment happen? I
remember when I was in school, it was
always the liberals, the classical lib-
erals that wanted this robust market-
place of ideas, and it was a few conserv-
atives who didn’t want you to see cer-
tain things or look at certain things or
read certain things. Now it has like to-
tally flipped the script because they
have such a low view of our fellow
Americans.

So what are we going to do about it?
The Energy and Commerce Committee
should be holding hearings on this. The
Department of Justice antitrust enti-
ties should be looking into whether or
not this is too much of a concentration
of power in entities like AT&T and
DIRECTYV that are stifling ‘‘Newsmax’’
and ‘“‘One America News” and even
Google’s terrible work to try to demon-
etize ““The Federalist.”

I also believe that in the House Judi-
ciary Committee we should ask these
questions seriously and encourage the
Department of Justice to take action.

By the way, if you are a shareholder
out there in AT&T, I would encourage
you to pursue a derivative suit. Why is
it that some of these woketopians that
sit on these boards in these senior lead-
ership positions are devaluing the
stock you own, limiting access to pop-
ular channels because they don’t like
the viewpoint? They don’t like you,
and they don’t care about an America
where the values that undergird the
Constitution are more important than
the terms of service that we see at Big
Tech companies.

I thank my colleague, KEN BUCK, for
having led on these issues for many
years. There is much work ahead for
the Biden administration, for Article
III courts, and for this very Congress.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Florida. I yield to the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
Grothman).

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am
honored that Congressman BUCK has
asked me to be a speaker this evening
as we defend the U.S. Constitution.
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Our U.S. Constitution is under attack
like never before. I am not talking
about the Second Amendment, which,
of course, is disliked by so many people
on the other side of the aisle. I am not
talking about the right to a speedy
trial, as we see in Washington, D.C.,
itself, people spending months and
months in jail without ending their or-
deal there.

I am talking about the First Amend-
ment. Throughout my life, the First
Amendment is almost the amendment
that would have been most unani-
mously agreed to. Nevertheless, in
part, I assume, because of the popular
culture and in part because of our edu-
cational system, we are in a situation
in which the Pew Research Center
found 76 percent of Democrats support
tech companies censoring online.

Even more amazing, 65 percent of the
Democrats support censorship by the
government. How in the world did such
a large, important party in this coun-
try it become apparently the accepted
view of the First Amendment to be
that it is obsolete?

Just last year, the then-chairman of
the Intelligence Committee wrote to
Meta, the parent company of
Facebook, threatening congressional
action if Facebook did not continue to
censor conservative views and main-
tain bans on conservative figures, such
as the former President. Can you imag-
ine people in this body saying the way
we are going to deal with political dis-
agreements in the future is we are just
going to censor one side?

That is what is going on here.

Their message is loud and clear: Get
in line, or we are going to use the le-
vers of government to silence you. It is
a chilling message, reminiscent of the
practice of communists in China or
Russia or Cuba.

It surprises me what open criticisms
of the government you can find in Rus-
sia. In China, the Communist Party ex-
ercises complete control over the inter-
net, restricting what its citizens can
search for. It is hard to believe people
in this country want this country to
become more like China.

It is not unfounded. You can even
bleed into freedom of religion.

In Canada, recent court rulings have
held LGBTQ rights trump an individ-
ual’s right to freedom of religion. Free-
dom of speech should be a given. Lib-
eral college students when I was in col-
lege used to pride themselves on de-
fending free speech.

Look at Canada, censoring views that
come from the Bible. In other words,
censoring religion in Canada. That is
what it is coming down to in our coun-
try.

I thank my friend from Colorado for
giving me an opportunity to defend the
Constitution, and I hope anybody back
home listening to this educates their
children and grandchildren. We do not
have the government censoring free
speech.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate
the gentleman’s passion. I yield to the
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gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
BURCHETT), the gentleman from the
Butternut State. That is a new one for
me.

Mr. BURCHETT. Mr. Speaker, I be-
lieve it is the Volunteer State. The
Butternut State, I never heard that.

Dadgummit, Mr. Speaker, here I am
again bringing attention to yet an-
other example of our woke telecom
companies targeting conservative
speech. I am very glad though that
they did not censor my good friend Mr.
BUCK’s new book ‘‘Crushed,” which is
actually on the best seller list, I have
heard. I am fired up about that, broth-
er.
DIRECTYV, of course, is co-owned by
AT&T and TPG, and they have taken
“Newsmax’’ off the air as we have
heard.

DIRECTV says this was purely a
business decision, but nobody believes
that, Mr. Speaker. Big media corpora-
tions don’t exactly have the best

record of protecting conservative
speech.
Last year, Democrats in Congress

wrote letters to AT&T and other
telecom companies demanding they
deplatform ‘‘Newsmax’’—which is real-
ly just a fancy way of saying we are
going to deny your First Amendment
rights, Mr. Speaker—along with ‘“‘Fox
News” and ‘‘One America News” be-
cause of so-called disinformation.

After these letters were sent,
DIRECTV dropped ‘One America
News,”” and now it appears to be doing
the same thing to ‘“‘Newsmax.”

This fits a disturbing pattern, Mr.
Speaker, of these woke corporations
using their market dominance to cen-
sor conservative networks to appease
Washington politicians and further
their demands on woketopia.

After receiving lots of criticism from
the American people about this deci-
sion, DIRECTV announced it would
launch a new conservative network.
That is great, but it is still not an ex-
cuse for deplatforming another popular
network, Mr. Speaker.

Our country was built on freedom of
speech, and Americans benefit from
having access to a wide range of view-
points, not just the ones approved by
the liberal Democrats.

Mr. Speaker, one day they will be
coming after the liberal media, and
then it will be too dadgum late.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, if the ste-
nographer needs help with dadgummit,
we will try to get a spelling for her on
that.

I yield to the gentlewoman from Col-
orado (Mrs. BOEBERT). She is from my
home State, and she is a young person
who has set this place on fire since she
has been here.

Mrs. BOEBERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding, and I have
not literally lit this place on fire.

At midnight Tuesday, January 24,
2023, ‘“‘Newsmax’’ was removed from
DIRECTV, DIRECTV STREAM, and U-
verse, denying 13 million customers
this highly rated news channel.
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This is not the first time that we
have seen this, and I am afraid that it
won’t be the last time that we are see-
ing this here in our great country. OAN
was deplatformed by DIRECTYV in April
of 2022.

So what is next? FOX News? Will The
Weather Channel be canceled next if
they refuse to bow to the left’s altar of
climate change? What about The His-
tory Channel? We see on a regular basis
the left wants to erase history and
deny truth. How about TBN? There has
definitely been an increase in disdain
and intolerance by many liberals for
Christian beliefs, simply by saying we
love Jesus. So is TBN next?

Americans are tired of cancel cul-
ture. Conservatives are not being treat-
ed fairly. We are the ones who are
censored by Big Tech. We are the ones
targeted and called domestic terrorists
when moms and dads show up at school
board meetings.

We are the ones targeted by the IRS
because our organizations have the
word ‘‘patriot’ in their name.
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Mr. Speaker, if you are a conserv-
ative pastor, the government per-
secutes you. If you are a liberal pastor,
Joe Biden shows up to your church,
whether he realizes he is there or not.

Yet, now we are faced with Newsmax,
a conservative news organization fol-
lowed and watched, again, by millions
of Americans, and it has been removed
from DIRECTYV. Newsmax is the fourth
most watched news channel, but they
have been removed for hyperpolitical
reasons.

What can be done? I have been asked
time and time again: What do we do to
rein in the censorship and the oppres-
sion of conservatives because free and
open speech is worth fighting for?

The First Amendment in our Con-
stitution defends our freedom of
speech. That is something that we will
continue to pursue, to preserve, and to
never let the left take away from us
entirely. So, here is where we will
start.

AT&T: As long as you continue to
censor conservatives and attack the
press, I will make it my personal mis-
sion to strip the wasteful, ridiculous
Federal subsidies you receive.

To AT&T, DIRECTV, and all the
woke corporations: This isn’t a threat.
It is absolutely a promise. If you con-
tinue to stifle free speech in this great
country and muzzle the press corps,
Congress will have no choice but to
hold you accountable. I promise you
that my colleagues and I are happy to
take you on to preserve free speech for
all Americans.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Congressman
Buck for organizing this tonight. I
thank the gentleman for being a de-
fender of free speech from the censor-
ship that is going on. I thank the gen-
tleman for fighting against that.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentlewoman and wish her safe travels
back to our great State.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. BURLISON), who is a
hunter, a fisherman, and a great Amer-
ican.

Mr. BURLISON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend from Colorado (Mr. BUCK) for
yielding.

I am from Missouri, the Show Me
State, and the home of Harry Truman,
who said: ‘‘Once a government is com-
mitted to the principle of silencing the
voice of opposition, it has only one way
to go, and that is down the path of in-
creasingly repressive measures until it
becomes a source of terror to all its
citizens and creates a country where
everyone lives in fear.”

This sounds like a nation that we see
with China or Russia. Sadly, it is some-
thing that could happen in the United
States if we are not vigilant here.

The First Amendment is this coun-
try’s foundation. The diverse and com-
petitive marketplace of ideas is the
heartbeat that keeps this Republic
alive. People need to be able to debate
and to be able to challenge one an-
other.

Yes, free speech means that people
have the right to sometimes be wrong.
Yet, over the last few years, we in the
United States have ceded power as a
Federal Government to Big Tech and
Big Tech entities. We have executives
from San Francisco to New York who
have crowned themselves the free
speech police for the rest of our Nation.

When Elon Musk purchased Twitter
last year, he took a great step in the
right direction by allowing an inde-
pendent journalist to review the com-
pany’s records, and their findings are
now what we call the Twitter files.

It has confirmed what conservatives
nationwide already knew what was
going on, that Big Tech and Big Gov-
ernment were working together with
the left to silence conservative views
and voices and to relegate them to
being a second-class citizen.

In one instance, the reporter found
that Twitter censored the Hunter
Biden laptop scandal in the middle of
the Presidential election. Bari Weiss
revealed that Twitter was, indeed, si-
lencing conservative voices and shadow
banning individuals. Perhaps what was
most disturbing was that the FBI gave
Twitter a list of accounts to shut down.

It doesn’t stop there. Last year the
DHS, our own Federal Government,
tried to set up its own disinformation
board. We see entities and businesses
that the Federal Government has given
special privileges to provide over-the-
air television, cable television, right-
of-way to deliver entertainment to the
homes of individuals across America.
These companies choose to silence con-
servative speech by first deplatforming
and eliminating One America News
Network and now going after
Newsmax.

There is a famous quote about what
happened during the Holocaust when
the Nazis first came for some individ-
uals and people said nothing. Then,
eventually, they will come for you.



H566

I say this not as a Republican or a
Missourian but as a concerned citizen
for a country that has these rights that
were here because of the blood that was
shed by thousands, if not hundreds of
thousands, of patriots from the time of
the American Revolution until today,
who fought and died so that you and I
would have free speech. We must fight
all the attacks against the First
Amendment and uphold the values that
make this country so very special.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for his remarks, and I thank
all 18 of our speakers. All 18 felt so
strongly that they came here during
their evening and dedicated themselves
to making sure that a message was
heard in America, a message that we
will not tolerate censorship in this
country and that we will not tolerate
the left. Whether it owns a corporation
or whether it is colluding with the gov-
ernment, we will not tolerate the unac-
ceptable behavior of taking news shows
off just because they reflect a conserv-
ative viewpoint.

Mr. Speaker, I must say that many of
the speakers today, many of the Mem-
bers of Congress who spoke, made it ab-
solutely clear that they are going to
dedicate time, energy, and staff re-
sources to make sure that we look into
this further.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate your pa-
tience and the patience of the staff
here. I very much appreciate being able
to speak directly to the American peo-
ple.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

——

MOST AMERICANS POORER TODAY
THAN IN 2019

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
SCHWEIKERT) for 30 minutes.

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, I
hope that my friend from Georgia is
enjoying the experience. In the old
days when you were bad, we used to put
you in the chair to have to cover Spe-
cial Orders.

Would you believe I had to cover a
lot of Special Orders as a freshman?

We are going to spend a couple of
minutes tonight doing all sorts of
things, Mr. Speaker, but one of the
first things I want to walk through is:
How many understand we are all poor-
er today than we were just a couple of
years ago?

We have to stop this White House,
my brothers and sisters on the left, and
even others, talking about how wonder-
ful the economy is and how well things
are going. The fact of the matter is
that for the vast majority of the popu-
lation, you are poorer today than you
were in 2019, except for a little bit of a
quirk for some population in L.A.

To give you a sense, Jason Furman—
you know that rightwing economist.
That was sarcasm. Real wages are
lower today than they were in Decem-
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ber 2019 for every industry except retail
trade and some leisure and hospitality.
That is Jason Furman putting it out on
social media because we have some up-
dates today. This is off the Bloomberg
Terminal from about 20 minutes ago.

One of the reasons I am also here is
I represent Scottsdale-Phoenix, one of
the greatest spots on Earth, particu-
larly during the winter. Please come
visit us.

My folks in the Scottsdale-Phoenix
area, if you look at the index that has
come out from BLS, the Bureau of
Labor Statistics, their wages, they are
4.5 percent poorer today than they were
just 1 year ago.

Don’t tell me things are wonderful if
you are a family struggling just to fig-
ure out how you cover your gas and
groceries.

“Well, David, gas is down.”” The data
is the data.

If you have had this type of wage
growth but inflation in your area is
dramatically higher than that, that
gap is cruelty. That gap means you are
poorer. That gap means your savings
for your retirement is harder. That gap
means taking care of your kids is more
difficult.

When you go to the grocery store and
are just trying to buy stuff for your
family, somehow you seem to have a
lot more—what is that old saying?—
month than you do paycheck.

I am sure I just screwed up the collo-
quialism, but you know what I am say-
ing, Mr. Speaker. This is our brothers
and sisters out there.

Please, will this body start to give a
damn about people trying to survive?

We chase shiny objects here all the
time that get us on television and that
make us look popular, or we can look
outraged.

These are families in our neighbor-
hood. I accept it is pages of math, but
behind this math are people who are
out there trying to survive.

Mr. Speaker, have you gone out and
tried to buy eggs lately? I accept that
is an outlier. But for the majority of
our brothers and sisters in this coun-
try, you are poorer today than you
were at the end of 2019, and in this, you
are poorer today than you were 1 year
ago.

I say to my brothers and sisters on
the left that we have gone through this
multiple times. We know you are not
going to take responsibility, step up,
and accept the responsibility for the
crazy spending you pumped into the
economy. Then, you created incentives
not to participate in the labor force,
detaching work from the morality of
being there, and just also the good eco-
nomics. Then, we wake up and people
are poorer. Then you look at us saying:
Well, we need to subsidize more.

We are looking at data on the Joint
Economic Committee and Ways and
Means Committee that some of this
will cascade through us as a society for
decades.

Mr. Speaker, we all grew up under-
standing the concept of the elegance of
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compounding interest. I get a little bit
today, but then I build on that and
build on that. It is the same thing in
your life. You build a skill, you get
paid a little bit more, and then you
build a skill.

What happens when you basically
create a barrier to your participation
in the labor market? You have lost
that compounding of life. Now, we are
seeing in some of the economic lit-
erature that our brothers and sisters
are going to be poorer for the rest of
their lives because of economic policies
that set off inflation and then crushed
other things such as productivity.

I am going to get to productivity in
a moment.

This chart is very recent. We were
just looking at some of the cost-of-liv-
ing indexes, and you do this whole
deflator calculation. I am trying hard-
er to make the charts readable. Appar-
ently, one of the complaints I get on
YouTube all the time is: ‘““‘Schweikert,
I can’t read your charts.” I am trying.

Here is 2019. We were hitting this
amazing spike in Tbasically your
wealth. The pandemic hit. This is
where we spent a fortune subsidizing.
This collapse here is your ability to
buy things because your wages may
have gone up, but they didn’t go up as
fast as inflation, meaning you are poor-
er. The dollars you have are less valu-
able.

Who is the beneficiary of this? Who
benefited by you getting poorer? Here
is the dirty little secret here in Wash-
ington, D.C. Borrowers. Borrowers ben-
efit when your dollars become worth
less.

Who is the biggest borrower? Seri-
ously. Play with me for a moment.
Who is the biggest borrower? Have you
seen this thing called the debt clock?
The United States Government is sit-
ting around $31.5 trillion.
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Here is the great scam, and you are
all party to it: The dollars we are going
to pay back the national debt are less
valuable. We stripped it from you. We
stripped it from your savings. We
stripped it from things you are going
to have to buy in the future. We de-
valued you and your life and your sav-
ings, and we are going to pay back the
debt in deflated dollars. Biggest wealth
transfer in human history.

How many people have come behind
this microphone and at least attempted
to apologize for what we did to working
people in this country?

That is why you are going to see
some crazy calculations come out over
the next few months of debt to GDP. It
is because we devalued the dollars we
are going to pay back the debt.

Now, you and I are going to—it is a
technical economic term—get screwed.
I am sorry for the folks who have to
keep track of what I say.

The reality of it is, as in interest
rates now, we pay higher interest rates
because we have devalued the U.S. dol-
lar functionally through inflation. You
are devaluing your savings.
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As interest rates go up, we are now
looking at some data that says in 25
years, if interest rates stay where func-
tionally they are going right now, 100
percent of U.S. tax revenues go just to
cover interest. There is no more mili-
tary, no more Social Security, no more
Medicare, there is nothing left because
we are just covering interest. In 10
years, the United States functionally
has a structural $2 trillion a year def-
icit.

When our brain trust comes in here
and—sorry, I have got to stop being so
mean. Let’s back up a little.

When we come in here and we talk
about our desires, we are going to bal-
ance the budget in 10 years, incredibly
noble. Absolutely necessary. But $1
trillion of that shortfall is interest. We
have got to pay our debts. We have got
to pay the interest on our borrowing.

$1 trillion is mostly—it is a tiny bit
of Medicaid, but mostly it is Medicare.

What are you going to do, not pay for
medical expenses?

I am going to walk you through some
solutions, and then I am going to spend
the next few weeks coming behind this
microphone every week we are here
and trying to give solutions. There are
solutions. I have got to get us all to
think differently.

You need an economy that is growing
at a breakneck speed. You have got to
grow the size of the economy because
that grows tax receipts, it grows par-
ticipation in the economy, it grows So-
cial Security. And then we need to
change the single biggest component in
debt—healthcare costs. That is the
punch line I am going to show over and
over and over and over and over.

The shortfall in Medicare is 75 per-
cent of the next 30 years’ shortfall. And
it is $114 trillion. It is going to be reset.
We are going to get new CBO numbers
in a couple weeks, and I would bet you
it is closer to $120 trillion, $130 trillion
in today’s valuation, so constant dol-
lars. We are going to add 75 percent of
that which is just the shortfall in
Medicare.

The brain trust here keeps saying:
Well, let’s do ObamaCare. ObamaCare
was a financing deal. It is to subsidize
this group, make this group pay. We
are sinners, too, on my side. Those of
us on the conservative side, we tried
coming up—now, it was a much more
efficient and much better distribution,
but it still was a financing solution:
Make this side pay and this side will be
subsidized. Medicare for All is just a fi-
nancing bill. None of those things
change what we pay. If we don’t change
the structural costs, the future is pret-
ty dark.

So, look, you are poorer today than
you were a year ago, even according to
Jason Furman. You are poorer than
you were 2 years ago, 3 years ago.

How do we fix it?

First, I am going to give you a little
bit more of how deep the problem is. I
would have done this chart differently,
but we were doing this in a rush be-
cause we were trying to do updated
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numbers. Why this is important is pro-
ductivity growth is crashing.

You all remember your high school
economics class?

What are the two things that func-
tionally are your paycheck? The rise in
your paycheck is functionally two
things: It 1is inflation—well, that
doesn’t get you anything. When you
get a bigger paycheck for inflation, you
are just trying to keep up. The second
thing is productivity. You get paid
more because you got better, faster,
more efficient, more expert at what
you do, or the capital equipment you
are making something on, or you are
using made you more productive.

We saw after the 2017 tax reform, and
one of the dirty little secrets is much
of that economic boom we got and
those tax revenues that came with it
was from expensing. It wasn’t the indi-
vidual tax cuts, though we loved that,
but it was because businesses, organi-
zations were incentivized to buy the
best, fastest, most efficient piece of
equipment because you needed to do
that to be able to compete.

Expensing is a timing effect. This
may be a little geeky, but let’s say you
go out and buy a piece of equipment,
and you make widgets. Remember, we
all talked about widgets. You get to de-
preciate it over 7 years. We changed
the tax law so now you get to depre-
ciate it this year. It is still deprecia-
tion, it is just a timing effect, whether
you depreciate it over 7 years off your
taxes or you take it off in this year. It
is a timing effect on when we get the
taxes.

The elegance of the expensing side
was I bought the capital equipment,
and I got more productive. Two years
later, my competitors are doing the
same thing. I need to buy the next
piece of capital equipment. Now I need
to buy the next piece of capital equip-
ment. If you look at it on a horizon of
time, it makes the entire economy, the
entire society healthier, wealthier,
more productive. By doing that, you
actually get tax revenue growth.

Think of that, you get tax revenue
growth over the horizon because you
let businesses say, I made a capital in-
vestment to become more effective,
more productive, and over the horizon
we end up with a bigger economy,
meaning we have more tax receipts.

Why wouldn’t we stop the reductions
that are happening right now in ex-
pensing?

Because when you look at this chart,
you realize, we have got a productivity
crisis. We have flatlined.

A few years ago, you know, we were
running a point and a half productivity
growth, meaning every year we basi-
cally got about 1.8 percent more pro-
ductive than the year before. Then we
hit the 1980s and through the mid-2000s,
and we were less than 1 percent produc-
tivity growth. Real problem.

We are falling below 0.6 percent pro-
ductivity growth since 2010. The only
spike we had is that time after the De-
cember 2017 tax reform where suddenly,
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for that little time before COVID, we
saw that investment in capital goods.
If we could have just kept it going. But
we went through the pandemic, and
now this year there is no more 100 per-
cent expensing. Now, I think you get to
expense 80 percent, next year it is 60
percent. It goes down. We are going to
lose that tool that incentivized that
capital equipment.

Why that is important, I will do this
in the coming weeks. The demo-
graphics of the United States is the
primary driver of future debt.

Remember, I was talking healthcare?

It is also one of our greatest
headwinds in productivity.

If we are getting older as a society,
we have got to figure out how to en-
courage our older populations, would
you be willing to stay in the labor
force? What incentives can we do?

We have this freakish thing that I
can’t figure out, males under 35 aren’t
entering the labor force as they should,
and we can see it in our productivity
numbers. We have got to deal with the
reality, and a lot of this makes people
unhappy when I do these presentations,
but it is the math.

So once again, let’s go back to why
this is important. This chart now is al-
most 2 years old. We are going to get
an update in a couple weeks; and I
promise you, it will be uglier. This is a
combination of CBO numbers, and I
think this one even—yeah, this one is
CBO and I think it even had some
OMB, and others on it. Punch line, we
are functionally going to borrow $114
trillion from today through the next 30
years.

If you are a young person, we are
about to destroy your economic future.
Look at the gray hair. I have a 7-
month-old boy we are adopting. When
my 7-month-old boy is 256 years old, his
tax rate will have to be double—dou-
ble—what I pay, just to maintain base-
line, and that is because of this.

Medicare has an $80.5 trillion deficit
over the next 30 years, shortfall.

We do Social Security over here. Just
assuming that 10 years from now, if
anyone bothers to look at even the
CBO update from just a few days ago,
in 10 years, because they moved up the
date because the COLA actually took
away a year of actuarial life, you have
got a 23 percent cut. If you read it,
every year the cut gets a little bigger
because the demographic mismatch be-
cause Social Security exists on today’s
receipts.

So is this place also ready to allow
senior poverty to double in the coun-
try? That is what this is talking about.

But yet I was so angry last week
when I came behind the microphone—I
am trying not to curse here—because
the left and the press were saying: Re-
publicans are talking about cutting So-
cial Security.

No. We are talking about trying to
find some way to save it.

Do you understand? You can’t pre-
tend the math isn’t there because the
math will win.
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Does anyone care? This is the math.

In 10 years, according to CBO from
just a couple days ago, Grandma is
going to take a 23 percent cut in her
check, and year after year it is going
to get bigger unless we do something
big.

Now, you look at Social Security, up
until last week I was the senior Repub-
lican over Social Security, so I am
pretty good at the math. We have one
actuarial dataset that if you do the 75-
year life, which is how you actually
look at Social Security, it is like $500
trillion short over the 75-year window.
It is more than the wealth of the world.

Every day we don’t do something
here because it is politically distaste-
ful because you are going to walk out
the door and the press is going to run
up to you and say, well, Democrats are
saying a rumor that you Republicans
intend to cut it.

We are trying to find a way to save
it. You have weaponized it.

Then you want to know why this
place runs away from the issue?

This is one of the things where if we
don’t hold hands and jump off the cliff
together, you have just screwed over
grandma and everyone else heading to-
ward retirement.

These numbers aren’t fake. This is
your future.

Then I got up here last week. And I
want to double-check; there was some-
one very smart. I do look at most of
the comments. This one has had 300,000
views on YouTube since last week.
Thank you for those who are insane
enough to watch this because a year
ago I would have like 12 people, and I
couldn’t even get my family to look at
this stuff.

When we look at all—this is for the
average, the couple that pays into So-
cial Security, they will pay in over a
lifetime—so let’s just use, I think it is
based on, the 40-quarter formula—
about $625,000. You are going to get
back about $698,000, and that is in con-
stant dollars, so you get a little spiff.

You would make a hell of a lot more
money if 20 or 30 years ago we had al-
lowed workers to take a little sliver of
their Social Security and put it in the
market, you would have been much
wealthier, but that became a political
war. Remember, AARP and the Demo-
crats beat the crap out of President
Bush for even talking about it.

The question we had on YouTube
was, is this both sides? Is this the em-
ployer contribution and the worker’s
contribution?

Yes, it is both sides. When we look at
these numbers it is the total in. Social
Security, you get back most of your
money.

The folks on there who say, well, for
Social Security and Medicare, just give
me back my money, and I will be
happy, we would take that deal as a
government in a moment. We will give
you back every dime if you promise
never to take another dime of Social
Security and Medicare.

Here is the punch line: On Medicare,
remember three-quarters of Medicare
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comes out of the general fund. The tax
portion of your FICA is just the little
portion we call Medicare part A. It is
hospital and some doctor there.
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So the average couple will only pay
about $161,000 in a lifetime. That is
someone who is retiring right now;
$161,000 in Medicare taxes, and they are
going to take out 522. See the 1-to-5
ratio? This right here is the primary
driver of U.S. sovereign debt over the
next 30 years. It is healthcare costs.

How many Members of Congress are
stupid enough to get behind this micro-
phone and tell the truth? But it is the
truth. It is the math. And you can’t
pretend.

And you read the comments and you
want to just reach out and say, I know
the political classes lied to you for
years but you have got to stop living in
the lunacy world.

Well, get rid of salaries for Members
of Congress.

Okay. It pays for 28 minutes of an en-
tire years’ worth of borrowing.

What would you like to do with the
rest of the year?

Well, let’s get rid of foreign aid.

Okay. You just got rid of a couple
weeks of borrowing for an entire year.

People don’t see the scales. It is hard
to do 14 zeros in your head, but we have
been trying to put this together, even
all sorts of the Democrat proposals.

Well, go to a 70 percent tax rate.
Great, we took care of another 6 weeks
of borrowing.

The political class has been unwilling
to tell the truth. Republicans get up:
Oh, well, we will get rid of waste and
fraud and foreign aid.

The Democrats: Well,
don’t pay enough taxes.

You lay them all out, you don’t get
near the borrowing. And understand,
the borrowing doubles in 10 years be-
cause of the structural deficit driven
mostly by what I was showing there.
And you start to look at the math.
This is all the entitlements. Yes, there
is other crap that are mandatory
spending. These are earned entitle-
ments. You earned it. You worked a
certain amount of quarters. You hit a
certain age.

You see the chart. It is everything.
These over here, this is Federal retire-
ment. This is veterans benefits. Those
are also earned.

We call them mandatory because it is
a fixed formula but you can’t pretend
this isn’t real. What scares me also on
this—I know this chart is almost
unreadable—we mapped out the Con-
gressional Budget Office’s modeling.
And it would just show you they are al-
most overly optimistic all the time,
that the numbers historically come in
much worse than the models we get,
because it is hard to predict the next
pandemic, the next recession, the next
war. So be careful, because often the
Congressional budget numbers we get,
are the best-case scenario.

Now, I am just going to do this really
quickly. If T came to you right now and

rich people
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said, okay, healthcare is the vast ma-
jority of all future debt. Change the
price of healthcare. Well, the moral
thing is legalize technology, legalize
the type of technology where you can
take care of yourself, but it also cures.

There are amazingly wonderful
things happening. And I am going to do
more of this over the coming weeks.
The optimism that, if we would actu-
ally understand, instead of just moving
the pieces around on the table, Oh, we
will cut this but we will shift it to the
State. We will cut this, and we will
shift this to the individual. That is not
a cut. The spending stays the same as
the size of the economy.

There is a reason you didn’t go to
Blockbuster Video last weekend. There
was a technology revolution. You no
longer get that silver disk. You hit a
button at home.

We are on the edge right now of cur-
ing stunning numbers of cancers. What
would happen in healthcare when you
start to see that, when you actually
start to see ideas like this?

Not too far from here, I think it is 60,
70 miles, there is a co-op going up here
in Virginia that is going to make eight
types of off-patent insulin, and they
are going to do it less than the sub-
sidized price than the Democrats
passed last year. As a matter of fact,
what the Democrats did almost
screwed up the co-op’s model.

How do we encourage more competi-
tion? If you want to crash the price of
pharmaceuticals, get everyone and
their cousin making pharmaceuticals.

Remember, the vast majority of
drugs you and I consume of pharma-
ceuticals are off-patent. Humira is off-
patent; the most expensive drug in our
society. We are waiting for that com-
petition to come in to start to crash
that price.

The other things that are happening
around us, when we start to see early
Phase 1’s, that there are paths that are
having remarkable opportunities to
cure our brothers and sisters. I have
come here and done entire presen-
tations on the stem cell CRISPR treat-
ment for diabetes. I am going to end on
this:

Diabetes is 33 ©percent of all
healthcare spending. It is 31 percent of
all Medicare spending.

I know it is hard. I know it means
changing. The six people cured right
now are on type 1. Type 2 is difficult. It
has some real societal implications and
would be the most moral, compas-
sionate thing we could do as brothers
and sisters here, to put the resources
in. And maybe a decade from now you
could crash the deficit by curing our
brothers and sisters and changing their
lives.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

———
AERIAL FIRE RETARDANT TO
PROTECT HUMAN LIFE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the Chair recognizes the
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gentleman from Washington
NEWHOUSE) for 30 minutes.
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the sub-
ject of my Special Order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington?

There was no objection.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, first
of all, let me say that I associate my-
self with the remarks from the gen-
tleman from Arizona and hope that
many people listen to his important
messages that he provides for us.

Mr. Speaker, standing here in front
of, what some would say, a beautiful
picture, this is a photo of a fire that
occurred near Grand Coulee Dam in my
district about 1% years ago to help de-
pict something that I want to bring
some attention to this evening in this
Special Order.

My friend from Montana, Mr.
ROSENDALE, and I, and several others,
will be talking about something that is
critical to the people in the Western
United States. The communities across
this country who will be absolutely
devastated if a radical environmental
group gets its way in a courtroom in
the State of Montana.

Now, for those of you who may be un-
familiar with the Western part of the
United States, let me just tell you a
couple things.

In many parts of the West, it gets
very, very dry. And in the summer-
time, that dryness is coupled with ex-
treme heat. And this can—although it
makes for some gorgeous, beautiful
days, but you may have heard it often
leads to catastrophic wildfires that
devastate forests, lives, property, and
even full communities.

Now, fire in the forest is a natural
occurrence and it is an important part
of that forest’s lifecycle. But as many
of us have been saying for many years,
and many of you know, much of our
forest has been poorly managed, if
managed at all. There are decades of
buildup of dead trees, and brush, that
are on our forest floors so that fires in
recent years have been truly cata-
strophic, leaving swaths of our Na-
tional Forest, nothing but ash, dead
trees, blackened trees laying all over
the Earth, scorched Earth that cannot
produce another crop of trees.

In my district, in Okanogan County,
the Whitmore fire back in 2021, burned
through almost 60,000 acres destroying
several structures on the Colville In-
dian Reservation and had as many as
500 residences under level 2 evacu-
ations. It was devastating.

But through the hard, backbreaking
work of firefighters doing everything
that they absolutely could do to pro-
tect those communities, I am happy to
say that no lives were lost and it was
successfully contained.

I think I can say that everyone in
this room agrees that we have to do

(Mr.
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something about these catastrophic
fires. And also, I think I can say that
when faced by fire, we can all agree
that we must utilize every tool in our
toolbox to help prevent those fires
from endangering human lives.

I cannot say the same about a group
that calls themselves the FSEEE. For
some reason, this organization, the
FSEEE, have decided to use a provision
of the Waters of the United States
Rules, or WOTUS, and put the lives of
hundreds of thousands, if not millions,
of people, at risk by removing one of
the most important tools that we have
to fight fires in the West, and that is,
aerial fire retardant.

For those who don’t know, aerial fire
retardant is dropped around a wildfire’s
edges in an effort to contain its spread
and allow ground crews, those that are
fighting fires by hand, the time that
they need to help extinguish the blaze.
Firefighters calls this painting the box,
and use the respite that the retardant
line gives them to safely build a defen-
sible line to hold the fire.

Aerial fire retardant is generally con-
sidered non-toxic but the Forest Serv-
ice prohibits placing these fire
retardants directly into water bodies
or into buffer zones that surround
water bodies with one allowed excep-
tion: to protect human life and safety.

Between 2012 and 2019, less than 1 per-
cent of Forest Service retardant drops
were made into water that was allowed
under this exception.

According to the FSEEE, by pro-
tecting human life and safety, the For-
est Service has violated the Clean
Water Act for discharging aerial fire
retardant into navigable waters with-
out an NPDES, or a National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System Permit.

Even though the regulations for ad-
ministering the NPDES system specifi-
cally state that fire control is exempt-
ed and communications from EPA dat-
ing back all the way to 1993 indicate a
permit was not required for firefighting
efforts.

Now, if this group wins this case or
even receives an injunction, the Forest
Service and other firefighting organi-
zations would be prevented from aeri-
ally dropping fire retardant nationwide
during the coming 2023 fire season, and
even beyond, until they acquire this
permit, the NPDES permit, which as
many of you know, can literally take
years to secure.

Now, if you haven’t already con-
nected the dots, this would be cata-
strophic for Western communities who
routinely experience wildfires.

The 2023 fire season, if you didn’t
know, has already started in the drier
parts of the country. It has already
burned through over 11,000 acres this
month, January, alone. The FSEEE
claims to be doing this for environ-
mental reasons. I asked them:

How environmentally friendly is it to
release millions of tons of carbon diox-
ide into the atmosphere when these
fires can’t be controlled?

How environmentally friendly is it to
have burned soil, ash choke our rivers
and our streams?
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How environmentally friendly is it to
wipe out entire ecosystems, plant life,
wildlife, the trees, the birds, the wild
animals?

And even if the FSEEE were able to
prove me wrong on every single one of
these points, is all this worth the cost
of human life?

Firefighters risk their lives to pro-
tect our communities, other people,
and our forests, and we should listen to
them when they tell us that fire re-
tardant makes their job safer, and it
truly is an essential tool to protect
lives.

Mr. Speaker, I stand here today in
truly utter disbelief that I even have to
make this statement. That, no, the
value of a human life is far beyond that
of some possible incidental disruption
to aquatic ecosystems that would be
equally, or more accurately, more
damaged by the toxic runoff of ash fol-
lowing a wildfire.

O 2000

We did ensure that fire retardant re-
mains available to our firefighters for
this 2023 fire season and beyond.

Mr. Speaker, I turn to my friend
from Montana, Mr. ROSENDALE, who is
co-leading this Special Order with me,
for his comments from his great State.

Mr. ROSENDALE. Mr. Speaker, i
thank Representative NEWHOUSE for
chairing the Western Caucus and bring-
ing this very important issue and law-
suit to light.

Let me begin by quoting President
Dwight Eisenhower when he said farm-
ing looks mighty easy when you live a
thousand miles away from a cornfield
and use a pencil for a plow.

The problem that we face on a reg-
ular basis across our Nation is that far
too many individuals who are com-
pletely removed from the issues are
making decisions about how to address
them. This is exactly the case when we
look at the current lawsuit against the
United States Forest Service.

First, let’s shed a little bit of light
on the litigants, the Forest Service
Employees for Environmental Ethics.
As Representative NEWHOUSE described
them, the FSEEE is not a group of For-
est Service employees. They are a rad-
ical group out of Oregon whose goal is
to stop humans from properly man-
aging forests while lining their own
pockets with taxpayer dollars after a
settlement.

The result? Severe air and water
quality degradation and the risk of
thousands of lives and livelihoods.

Fire retardant is a vital and effective
tool for Montanans and rural commu-
nities, slowing the spread of fires and
minimizing damage.

Wildfires burned more than 7.5 mil-
lion acres across the United States in
2022. This number could easily be dou-
bled or tripled if not for the use of safe
and effective fire retardants that the
litigants are suing to prohibit the use
of.

Anyone who has visited the site of a
wildfire, even years afterward, recog-
nizes the devastation and destruction
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they cause, both short and long term.
The soil is rendered sterile because of
the immense heat generated, resulting
in no productive vegetation growth for
years after the fire. This lack of vege-
tative cover then leads to major ero-
sion problems and a dramatic reduc-
tion in water quality, severely dam-
aging the fisheries, and the elimination
of food and habitat for wildlife.

On top of that, the reduction in air
quality during wildfires is so severe
that anyone who hasn’t lived through
it couldn’t even comprehend the effects
on a community.

I have driven through these smoke-
choked areas in broad daylight and had
to use my headlights because the visi-
bility was reduced so dramatically be-
cause the smoke was so thick.

I have spoken with young and old
alike who have been hospitalized due to
severe respiratory conditions as a di-
rect result of the smoke and the partic-
ulate that is produced by these
wildfires.

In Montana, we see thousands of
acres burn every single year, and these
wildfires pose a major threat to our
way of life. We see property destroyed
and crops decimated. It cripples our
economy and slows our tourism.

Montana is proud to have a dedicated
team of first responders and pilots who
fight tirelessly to contain these
wildfires utilizing these retardants. Be-
cause of their ability to utilize this
tool and mitigate fire risk, ways of life
in rural communities are preserved,
and those who choose to live in remote
areas are able to do so safely.

Wildland firefighters work to protect
communities and forests from the
spread of wildfires, and the aerial ap-
plication of fire retardant has proven
to be the most effective method of con-
tainment.

This method is crucial at a time
when government regulations tie our
hands in regard to proper forest man-
agement. If it were not for these draco-
nian regulations, fewer fires would be
burning, and much of the retardant
complained about would not even be
necessary.

Montanans have a proud tradition of
responsible stewardship of our land and
water resources. A simple review of
State and private land conditions, as
compared to the Federal lands of Mon-
tana, will prove that.

The claims by environmentalists
that our efforts to contain wildfires are
harming our watersheds are blatantly
false. According to the Forest Service’s
environmental impact study, 1/100th of
1 percent of all fire retardant drops
spilled into the water. This was done
either inadvertently or under the al-
lowed exception to protect life and
safety. This is because our first re-
sponders follow already-existing rul-
ings prohibiting the delivery of fire re-
tardant directly into bodies of water.

We recognize the need for clean
water. It is obvious that keeping our
water clean is very important for our
agricultural industry, our energy pro-
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duction, critical infrastructure devel-
opment, and certainly for all of our
citizens.

I also ask those who allege these
claims to remember that wildfires do
not discriminate. They spread wher-
ever there is fuel and, if left un-
checked, can and will further threaten
protected water and lands.

The consequences of a future ruling
preventing the use of fire retardants
are especially dire for Montana. If this
were to happen, catastrophic wildfires
would threaten thousands of lives, mil-
lions of dollars in assets, with immeas-
urable destruction to air, land, and
water quality.

This lawsuit is a continuation of the
radical environmentalists’ agenda that
has been waging war against Western
and rural communities. Simply put,
these environmentalists literally want
to watch the world burn. I won’t stand
by silently and allow that to happen.

This case needs to be thrown out.
Please join me in fighting these mis-
guided lawsuits, which strive to gain
revenue from taxpayers at the expense
of property and the lives of people
across Montana and the rest of the

country.
Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. ROSENDALE, I
appreciate that, especially coming

from the State of Montana. Your
State, just like mine, has seen record
catastrophic fires over the last several
years.

Thousands of acres have been de-
stroyed throughout the Western United
States, millions of dollars of damage,
lives lost, and communities that have
been totally destroyed. Untold num-
bers of wildlife have been lost. These
fires have literally changed the land-
scape of our national forests for gen-
erations.

The carbon dioxide being emitted
from these devastating fires surpasses
the auto emissions in just 1 year. The
smoke from these fires has even re-
cently come as far as Washington, D.C.
I had hoped that that would get peo-
ple’s attention.

We are dealing with that on a regular
basis all summer long in the commu-
nities that I represent and that Mr.
ROSENDALE represents, causing health
issues and tainting agricultural crops.
It truly is an issue that is hurting our
quality of life.

If this court case is lost, the situa-
tion is going to get much worse. We
cannot let this happen.

To help tell the story that we are fac-
ing in the Western United States, an-
other Western Caucus member from
the great State of Idaho, the Gem
State, Mr. Russ FULCHER, is here.

Mr. FULCHER. Mr. Speaker, my col-
league from the State of Washington
and my colleague from the State of
Montana and I share some very similar
concerns and some very similar demo-
graphics, so I am here to rise in opposi-
tion to the attempts to ban any kind of
aerial fire retardant.

Currently, the Forest Service is fac-
ing litigation that, if its opponent is
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successful, could result in the loss of
this critical firefighting tool.

Aerial fire retardant helps slow the
spread of wildfires and creates a barrier
between the fire and unburned fuel
load. This makes it easier for ground
crews to access and extinguish fires. It
can be applied quickly in hard-to-reach
areas where the ground crews cannot
get access.

Additionally, aerial fire retardant
can help protect homes and other
structures, as well as reduce the
amount of smoke produced by the fire.

We are seeing the catastrophic re-
sults of years of neglect and mis-
management by the Federal Govern-
ment. It comes in the form of more fre-
quent and more destructive wildfires.
These fires not only do more harm to
people and property but also to nature
itself.

If I can be very clear, our Federal re-
sources are overwhelmed. In my own
State, two-thirds of the land mass, or
nearly two-thirds, is Federal land.
They simply don’t have the capacity to
manage these lands, and so they don’t.

That results in wildfire, and we need
every tool in the toolbox we possibly
can access to fight it.

As we prepare for the 2023 fire season,
we must maximize these tools at our
disposal in order to better fight the
fires that threaten our local commu-

nities, economies, environment, and
health.
Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. FULCHER,

thanks for relating your experiences in
the great State of Idaho.

Mr. Speaker, fires are a huge problem
in this country. We have been working
hard over the time I have been here in
Washington, D.C., to make this prob-
lem better.

This action, if this court decision
moves forward, as we think it might, is
going to take us back years. It is going
to make the problem considerably
worse. We must not let this happen.

I thank Mr. ROSENDALE from Mon-
tana for helping lead this Special Order
and Mr. FULCHER from Idaho for shar-
ing with us his thoughts from his home
State. I thank members of the Western
Caucus, almost a hundred of us strong
in this Congress, for focusing on this
issue and bringing to the attention of
the American people how important
this court decision could be for the fu-
ture of our national forests.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

——

PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE
RULES

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND
COMMERCE FOR THE 118TH CONGRESS

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE,

January 31, 2023.
Hon. CHERYL L. JOHNSON
Clerk, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MS. JOHNSON: Pursuant to clause
2(a)(2) of Rule XI of the Rules of the House
of Representatives, I present the Rules of the
Committee on Energy and Commerce for the
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118th Congress for publication in the Con-
gressional Record.
Sincerely,
CATHY MCMORRIS RODGERS,
Chair.
RULE 1.—GENERAL PROVISIONS

(a) Rules of the Committee. —The Rules of
the House are the rules of the Committee on
Energy and Commerce (the ‘“‘Committee’)
and its subcommittees so far as is applicable.

(b) Rules of the Subcommittees.—Each
subcommittee of the Committee is part of
the Committee and is subject to the author-
ity and direction of the Committee and to its
rules so far as is applicable. Written rules
adopted by the Committee, not inconsistent
with the Rules of the House, shall be binding
on each subcommittee of the Committee.

RULE 2.—BUSINESS MEETINGS/MARKUPS

(a) Regular Meeting Days.—The Com-
mittee shall meet on the fourth Tuesday of
each month at 10 a.m., for the consideration
of bills, resolutions, and other business, if
the House is in session on that day. If the
House is not in session on that day and the
Committee has not met during such month,
the Committee shall meet at the earliest
practicable opportunity when the House is
again in session. The chair of the Committee
may, at his or her discretion, cancel, delay,
or defer any meeting required under this sec-
tion, after consultation with the ranking mi-
nority member.

(b) Additional Meetings.—The chair may
call and convene, as he or she considers nec-
essary, additional meetings of the Com-
mittee for the consideration of any bill or
resolution pending before the Committee or
for the conduct of other Committee business.
The Committee shall meet for such purposes
pursuant to that call of the chair.

(c) Notice.—The date, time, place, and sub-
ject matter of any meeting of the Committee
(other than a hearing) shall be announced at
least 36 hours (exclusive of Saturdays, Sun-
days, and legal holidays except when the
House is in session on such days) in advance
of the commencement of such meeting. In no
event shall such meeting commence earlier
than the third calendar day (excluding Sat-
urdays, Sundays, or legal holidays except
when the House is in session on such a day)
on which members have notice thereof.

(d) Agenda.—The agenda for each Com-
mittee meeting, setting out all items of busi-
ness to be considered, shall be provided to
each member of the Committee at least 36
hours in advance of such meeting.

(e) Availability of Texts.—No bill, rec-
ommendation, or other matter shall be con-
sidered by the Committee unless the text of
the matter, together with an explanation,
has been available to members of the Com-
mittee for three days (or 24 hours in the case
of a substitute for introduced legislation).
Such explanation shall include a summary of
the major provisions of the legislation, an
explanation of the relationship of the matter
to present law, and a summary of the need
for the legislation.

(f) Waiver.—The requirements of sub-
sections (c¢), (d), and (e) may be waived by a
majority of those present and voting (a ma-
jority being present) of the Committee or by
the chair with the concurrence of the rank-
ing member, as the case may be.

RULE 3.—HEARINGS

(a) Notice.—The date, time, place, and sub-
ject matter of any hearing of the Committee
shall be announced at least one week in ad-
vance of the commencement of such hearing,
unless a determination is made in accord-
ance with clause 2(g)(3) of Rule XI of the
Rules of the House that there is good cause
to begin the hearing sooner.

(b) Memorandum.—Each member of the
Committee shall be provided, except in the
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case of unusual circumstances, with a memo-
randum at least 48 hours before each hearing
explaining (1) the purpose of the hearing and
(2) the names of any witnesses.

(c) Witnesses.—(1) Each witness who is to
appear before the Committee shall file with
the clerk of the Committee, at least two
working days in advance of his or her ap-
pearance, sufficient copies, as determined by
the chair of the Committee of a written
statement of his or her proposed testimony
to provide to members and staff of the Com-
mittee, the news media, and the general pub-
lic. Each witness shall, to the greatest ex-
tent practicable, also provide a copy of such
written testimony in an electronic format
prescribed by the chair. Each witness shall
limit his or her oral presentation to a brief
summary of the argument. The chair of the
Committee or the presiding member may
waive the requirements of this paragraph or
any part thereof.

(2) To the greatest extent practicable, the
written testimony of each witness appearing
in a nongovernmental capacity shall include
a curriculum vitae and a disclosure of any
Federal grants or contracts or foreign gov-
ernment contracts and payments related to
the subject matter of the hearing received
during the current calendar year or either of
the two preceding calendar years by the wit-
ness or by an entity represented by the wit-
ness. The disclosure shall include (i) the
amount and source of each Federal grant (or
subgrant thereof) or contract (or subcontract
thereof) related to the subject matter of the
hearing; and (ii) the amount and country of
origin of any payment or contract related to
the subject matter of the hearing originating
with a foreign government.

(d) Questioning.—(1) The right to question
the witnesses before the Committee shall al-
ternate between majority and minority
members. Each member shall be limited to 5
minutes for the questioning of witnesses
until such time as each member who so de-
sires has had an opportunity to question wit-
nesses. No member shall be recognized for a
second period of 5 minutes to question a wit-
ness until each member of the Committee
present has been recognized once for that
purpose. The chair shall recognize in order of
appearance members who were not present
when the meeting was called to order after
all members who were present when the
meeting was called to order have been recog-
nized in the order of seniority on the Com-
mittee or relevant subcommittee, as the case
may be.

(2) The chair, with the concurrence of the
ranking minority member, or the Committee
by motion, may permit an equal number of
majority and minority members to question
a witness for a specified, total period that is
equal for each side and not longer than 30
minutes for each side. The chair, with the
concurrence of the ranking minority mem-
ber, or the Committee by motion, may also
permit committee staff of the majority and
minority to question a witness for a speci-
fied, total period that is equal for each side
and not longer than 30 minutes for each side.

(3) Each member may submit to the chair
of the Committee additional questions for
the record, to be answered by the witnesses
who have appeared. Each member shall pro-
vide a copy of the questions in an electronic
format to the clerk of the Committee no
later than 10 business days following a hear-
ing. The chair shall transmit all questions
received from members of the Committee to
the appropriate witnesses and include the
transmittal letter and the responses from
the witnesses in the hearing record. After
consultation with the ranking minority
member, the chair is authorized to close the
hearing record no earlier than 120 days from
the date the questions were transmitted to
the appropriate witnesses.
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RULE 4.—VICE CHAIR,; PRESIDING MEMBER

The chair shall designate a member of the
majority party to serve as vice chair of the
Committee, and shall designate a majority
member of each subcommittee to serve as
vice chair of each subcommittee. The vice
chair of the Committee or subcommittee, as
the case may be, shall preside at any meet-
ing or hearing during the temporary absence
of the chair. If the chair and vice chair of the
Committee or subcommittee are not present
at any meeting or hearing, the most senior
ranking member of the majority party who
is present shall preside at the meeting or
hearing.

RULE 5.—OPEN PROCEEDINGS

Except as provided by the Rules of the
House, each meeting and hearing of the Com-
mittee for the transaction of business, in-
cluding the markup of legislation, and each
hearing, shall be open to the public, includ-
ing to radio, television, and still photog-
raphy coverage, consistent with the provi-
sions of Rule XI of the Rules of the House.

RULE 6.—QUORUM

Testimony may be taken and evidence re-
ceived at any hearing at which there are
present not fewer than two members of the
Committee or subcommittee in question. A
majority of the members of the Committee
or subcommittee shall constitute a quorum
for those actions for which the House Rules
require a majority quorum. For the purposes
of taking any other action, one-third of the
members of the Committee shall constitute

a quorum.
RULE 7.—OFFICIAL COMMITTEE RECORDS
(a)(1) Documents reflecting the pro-

ceedings of the Committee shall be made
publicly available in electronic form on the
Committee’s website and in the Committee
office for inspection by the public, as pro-
vided in Rule XI, clause 2(e) of the Rules of
the House not more than 24 hours after each
meeting has adjourned, including a record
showing those present at each meeting; and
a record of the vote on any question on
which a record vote is demanded, including a
description of the amendment, motion,
order, or other proposition, the name of each
member voting for and each member voting
against such amendment, motion, order, or
proposition, and the names of those members
of the committee present but not voting.

(2) Record Votes.—A record vote may be
demanded by one-fifth of the members
present or, in the apparent absence of a
quorum, by any one member. No demand for
a record vote shall be made or obtained ex-
cept for the purpose of procuring a record
vote or in the apparent absence of a quorum.

(b) Postponement of Votes.—In accordance
with clause 2(h)(4) of Rule XI of the Rules of
the House, the chair of the Committee or a
subcommittee, after consultation with the
ranking minority member of the Committee
or subcommittee, may (A) postpone further
proceedings when a record vote is ordered on
the question of approving a measure or mat-
ter or on adopting an amendment; and (B) re-
sume proceedings on a postponed question at
any time after reasonable notice. When pro-
ceedings resume on a postponed question,
notwithstanding any intervening order for
the previous question, an underlying propo-
sition shall remain subject to further debate
or amendment to the same extent as when
the question was postponed.

(c) Archived Records.—The records of the
Committee at the National Archives and
Records Administration shall be made avail-
able for public use in accordance with Rule
VII of the Rules of the House. The chair shall
notify the ranking minority member of any
decision, pursuant to clause 3(b)(3) or clause
4 of the Rule, to withhold a record otherwise
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available, and the matter shall be presented
to the Committee for a determination on the
written request of any member of the Com-
mittee. The chair shall consult with the
ranking minority member on any commu-
nication from the Archivist of the United
States or the Clerk of the House concerning
the disposition of nonconcurrent records pur-
suant to clause 3(b) of the Rule.
RULE 8.—SUBCOMMITTEES

(a) Establishment.—There shall be such
standing subcommittees with such jurisdic-
tion and size as determined by the majority
party caucus of the Committee. The jurisdic-
tion, number, and size of the subcommittees
shall be determined by the majority party
caucus prior to the start of the process for
establishing subcommittee chairs and as-
signments.

(b) Powers and Duties.—Each sub-
committee is authorized to meet, hold hear-
ings, receive testimony, mark up legislation,
and report to the Committee on all matters
referred to it. Subcommittee chairs shall set
hearing and meeting dates only with the ap-
proval of the chair of the Committee with a
view toward assuring the availability of
meeting rooms and avoiding simultaneous
scheduling of Committee and subcommittee
meetings or hearings whenever possible.

(c) Ratio of Subcommittees.—The majority
caucus of the Committee shall determine an
appropriate ratio of majority to minority
party members for each subcommittee and
the chair shall negotiate that ratio with the
minority party, provided that the ratio of
party members on each subcommittee shall
be no less favorable to the majority than
that of the full Committee, nor shall such
ratio provide for a majority of less than two
majority members.

(d) Selection of Subcommittee Members.—
Prior to any organizational meeting held by
the Committee, the majority and minority
caucuses shall select their respective mem-
bers of the standing subcommittees.

(e) Ex Officio Members.—The chair and
ranking minority member of the Committee
shall be ex officio members with voting
privileges of each subcommittee of which
they are not assigned as members and may
be counted for purposes of establishing a
quorum in such subcommittees.

RULE 9.—OPENING STATEMENTS

(a) Written Statements.—All written open-
ing statements at hearings and business
meetings conducted by the Committee shall
be made part of the permanent record.

(b) Length.—(1) At full committee hear-
ings, the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber shall be limited to 5 minutes each for an
opening statement, and may designate an-
other member to give an opening statement
of not more than b5 minutes. At sub-
committee hearings, the subcommittee chair
and ranking minority member of the sub-
committee shall be limited to 5 minutes each
for an opening statement. In addition, the
full committee chair and ranking minority
member shall each be allocated 5 minutes for
an opening statement for themselves or their
designees at subcommittee hearings.

(2) At any business meeting of the Com-
mittee, statements shall be limited to 5 min-
utes each for the chair and ranking minority
member (or their respective designee) of the
Committee or subcommittee, as applicable,
and 3 minutes each for all other members.
The chair may further limit opening state-
ments for Members (including, at the discre-
tion of the chair, the chair and ranking mi-
nority member) to one minute.

RULE 10.—REFERENCE OF LEGISLATION AND

OTHER MATTERS

All legislation and other matters referred
to the Committee shall be referred to the
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subcommittee of appropriate jurisdiction
within two weeks of the date of receipt by
the Committee unless: (1) action is taken by
the full Committee within those two weeks,
or (2) by majority vote of the members of the
Committee, consideration is to be by the full
Committee. In the case of legislation or
other matters within the jurisdiction of
more than one subcommittee, the chair of
the Committee may, in his or her discretion,
refer the matter simultaneously to two or
more subcommittees for concurrent consid-
eration, or may designate a subcommittee of
primary jurisdiction and also refer the mat-
ter to one or more additional subcommittees
for consideration in sequence (subject to ap-
propriate time limitations), either on its ini-
tial referral or after the matter has been re-
ported by the subcommittee of primary ju-
risdiction. Such authority shall include the
authority to refer such legislation or matter
to an ad hoc subcommittee appointed by the
chair, with the approval of the Committee,
from the members of the subcommittees
having legislative or oversight jurisdiction.
RULE 11.—MANAGING LEGISLATION ON THE
HOUSE FLOOR

The chair, in his or her discretion, shall
designate which member shall manage legis-
lation reported by the Committee to the
House.

RULE 12.—COMMITTEE PROFESSIONAL AND
CLERICAL STAFF APPOINTMENTS

(a) Delegation of Staff—Whenever the
chair of the Committee determines that any
professional staff member appointed pursu-
ant to the provisions of clause 9 of Rule X of
the House of Representatives, who is as-
signed to such chair and not to the ranking
minority member, by reason of such profes-
sional staff member’s expertise or qualifica-
tions will be of assistance to one or more
subcommittees in carrying out their as-
signed responsibilities, he or she may dele-
gate such staff member to such subcommit-
tees for such purpose. A delegation of a
member of the professional staff pursuant to
this subsection shall be made after consulta-
tion with subcommittee chairs and with the
approval of the subcommittee chair or chairs
involved.

(b) Minority Professional Staff.—Profes-
sional staff members appointed pursuant to
clause 9 of Rule X of the House of Represent-
atives, who are assigned to the ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee and not to
the chair of the Committee, shall be assigned
to such Committee business as the minority
party members of the Committee consider
advisable.

(c) Additional Staff Appointments.—In ad-
dition to the professional staff appointed
pursuant to clause 9 of Rule X of the House
of Representatives, the chair of the Com-
mittee shall be entitled to make such ap-
pointments to the professional and clerical
staff of the Committee as may be provided
within the budget approved for such purposes
by the Committee. Such appointee shall be
assigned to such business of the full Com-
mittee as the chair of the Committee con-
siders advisable.

(d) Sufficient Staff.—The chair shall en-
sure that sufficient staff is made available to
each subcommittee to carry out its respon-
sibilities under the rules of the Committee.

(e) Fair Treatment of Minority Members in
Appointment of Committee Staff.—The chair
shall ensure that the minority members of
the Committee are treated fairly in appoint-
ment of Committee staff.

(f) Contracts for Temporary or Intermit-
tent Services.—Any contract for the tem-
porary services or intermittent service of in-
dividual consultants or organizations to
make studies or advise the Committee or its
subcommittees with respect to any matter
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within their jurisdiction shall be deemed to
have been approved by a majority of the
members of the Committee if approved by
the chair and ranking minority member of
the Committee. Such approval shall not be
deemed to have been given if at least one-
third of the members of the Committee re-
quest in writing that the Committee for-
mally act on such a contract, if the request
is made within 10 days after the latest date
on which such chair or chairs, and such
ranking minority member or members, ap-
prove such contract.
RULE 13.—SUPERVISION, DUTIES OF STAFF

(a) Supervision of Majority Staff.—The
professional and clerical staff of the Com-
mittee not assigned to the minority shall be
under the supervision and direction of the
chair who, in consultation with the chairs of
the subcommittees, shall establish and as-
sign the duties and responsibilities of such
staff members and delegate such authority
as they determine is appropriate.

(b) Supervision of Minority Staff.—The
professional and clerical staff assigned to the
minority shall be under the supervision and
direction of the minority members of the
Committee, who may delegate such author-
ity as they determine appropriate.

RULE 14.—COMMITTEE BUDGET

(a) Administration of Committee Budget.—
The chair of the Committee, in consultation
with the ranking minority member, shall for
the 118th Congress attempt to ensure that
the Committee receives necessary amounts
for professional and clerical staff, travel, in-
vestigations, equipment, and miscellaneous
expenses of the Committee and the sub-
committees, which shall be adequate to fully
discharge the Committee’s responsibilities
for legislation and oversight.

(b) Monthly Expenditures Report.—Com-
mittee members shall be furnished a copy of
each monthly report, prepared by the chair
for the Committee on House Administration,
which shows expenditures made during the
reporting period and cumulative for the year
by the Committee and subcommittees, an-
ticipated expenditures for the projected
Committee program, and detailed informa-
tion on travel.

RULE 15.—BROADCASTING OF COMMITTEE
HEARINGS

Any meeting or hearing that is open to the
public may be covered in whole or in part by
radio or television or still photography, sub-
ject to the requirements of clause 4 of Rule
XI of the Rules of the House. The coverage of
any hearing or other proceeding of the Com-
mittee or any subcommittee thereof by tele-
vision, radio, or still photography shall be
under the direct supervision of the chair of
the Committee, the subcommittee chair, or
other member of the Committee presiding at
such hearing or other proceeding and may be
terminated by such member in accordance
with the Rules of the House.

RULE 16.—SUBPOENA POWER

The power to authorize and issue sub-
poenas is delegated to the chair of the full
Committee, as provided for under clause
2(m)(3)(A)(1) of Rule XI of the Rules of the
House of Representatives. The chair shall no-
tify the ranking minority member prior to
issuing any subpoena under such authority.
To the extent practicable, the chair shall
consult with the ranking minority member
at least 72 hours in advance of a subpoena
being issued under such authority. The chair
shall report to the members of the Com-
mittee on the issuance of a subpoena as soon
as practicable but in no event later than one
week after issuance of such subpoena.

RULE 17.—TRAVEL OF MEMBERS AND STAFF

(a) Approval of Travel.—Consistent with
the primary expense resolution and such ad-
ditional expense resolutions as may have
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been approved, travel to be reimbursed from
funds set aside for the Committee for any
member or any staff member shall be paid
only upon the prior authorization of the
chair. Travel may be authorized by the chair
for any member and any staff member in
connection with the attendance of hearings
conducted by the Committee or any sub-
committee thereof and meetings, con-
ferences, and investigations that involve ac-
tivities or subject matter under the general
jurisdiction of the Committee. Before such
authorization is given, there shall be sub-
mitted to the chair in writing the following:
(1) the purpose of the travel; (2) the dates
during which the travel is to be made and
the date or dates of the event for which the
travel is being made; (3) the location of the
event for which the travel is to be made; and
(4) the names of members and staff seeking
authorization.

(b) Approval of Travel by Minority Mem-
bers and Staff.—In the case of travel by mi-
nority party members and minority party
staff members for the purpose set out in (a),
the prior approval, not only of the chair but
also of the ranking minority member, shall
be required. Such prior authorization shall
be given by the chair only upon the represen-
tation by the ranking minority member in
writing setting forth those items enumer-
ated in (1), (2), (3), and (4) of paragraph (a).

RULE 18.—WEBSITE

The chair shall maintain an official Com-
mittee website for the purposes of furthering
the Committee’s legislative and oversight re-
sponsibilities, including communicating in-
formation about the Committee’s activities
to Committee members and other members
of the House. The ranking minority member
may maintain an official website for the pur-
pose of carrying out official responsibilities,
including communicating information about
the activities of the minority members of
the Committee to Committee members and
other members of the House.

RULE 19.—CONFERENCES

The chair of the Committee is directed to
offer a motion under clause 1 of Rule XXII of
the Rules of the House whenever the chair
considers it appropriate.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 12 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Wednesday, February 1, 2023, at 10 a.m.
for morning-hour debate.

——————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

EC-282. A letter from the Attorney for Reg-
ulatory Affairs Division, Consumer Product
Safety Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s direct final rule — Safety Standard
for Gates and Enclosures [Docket No.: CPSC-
2019-0014] received January 26, 2023, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

EC-283. A letter from the Attorney for Reg-
ulatory Affairs Division, Consumer Product
Safety Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s direct final rule — Safety Standard
for Infant Swings [Docket No.: CPSC-2013-
0025] received January 26, 2023, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.
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EC-284. A letter from the General Counsel,
National Transportation Safety Board,
transmitting the Board’s final rule — Civil
Monetary Penalty Annual Inflation Adjust-
ment [Docket No.: NTSB-2023-0001] (RIN:
3147-AA24) received January 26, 2023, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

EC-285. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; General Electric Company Turbofan
Engines [Docket No.: FAA-2022-0989; Project
Identifier AD-2022-00468-E; Amendment 39-
22236; AD 2022-23-09) (RIN: 2120-AA64) received
January 18, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

EC-286. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; AIRBUS [Docket No.: FAA-2022-1235;
Project Identifier MCAI-2022-00475-T; Amend-
ment 39-22273; AD 2022-25-17] (RIN: 2120-A A64)
received January 18, 2023, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-287. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Bombardier, Inc., Airplanes [Docket
No.: FAA-2022-0995; Project Identifier MCAI-
2021-01365-T; Amendment 39-22269; AD 2022-25-
13] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received January 18,
2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

EC-288. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus SAS Airplanes [Docket No.:
FAA-2022-0463; Project Identifier MCAI-2021-
00895-T; Amendment 39-22245; AD 2022-24-05]
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received January 18, 2023,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

EC-289. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus SAS Airplanes [Docket No.:
FAA-2022-1155; Project Identifier MCAI-2022-
00655-T; Amendment 39-22243; AD 2022-24-03]
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received January 18, 2023,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

EC-290. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus SAS Airplanes [Docket No.:
FAA-2022-0890; Project Identifier MCAI-2022-
00391-T; Amendment 39-22242; AD 2022-24-02]
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received January 18, 2023,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-

ture.

EC-291. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Bombardier, Inc., Airplanes [Docket
No.: FAA-2022-0677; Project Identifier MCAI-
2021-01378-T; Amendment 39-22230; AD 2022-23-
03] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received January 18,
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2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

EC-292. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus Helicopters [Docket No.: FAA-
2022-0881; Project Identifier MCAI-2022-00424-
R; Amendment 39-22233; AD 2022-23-06] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received January 18, 2023, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-293. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus Helicopters [Docket No.: FAA-
2022-0015; Project Identifier AD-2021-00832-R;
Amendment 39-22252; AD 2022-24-12] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received January 18, 2023, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-294. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus Helicopters Deutschland GmbH
(AHD) (Type Certificates Previously Held by
Messerschmitt-Bolkow-Blohm (MBB), and
Eurocopter Deutschland GmbH (ECD)) Heli-
copters [Docket No.: FAA-2022-1070; Project
Identifier MCAI-2021-00686-R; Amendment 39-
22247; AD 2022-24-07] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received
January 18, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

EC-295. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; MarS A.S. Parachutes [Docket No.:
FAA-2022-1476; Project Identifier MCAI-2022-
00508-Q; Amendment 39-22244; AD 2022-24-04]
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received January 18, 2023,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

EC-296. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Rolls-Royce Deutschland Ltd & Co KG
(Type Certificate Previously Held by Rolls-
Royce plc) Turbofan Engines [Docket No.:
FAA-2022-1158; Project Identifier MCAI-2022-
00771-E; Amendment 39-22246; AD 2022-24-06]
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received January 18, 2023,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

EC-297. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Amendment and Estab-
lishment of Area Navigation (RNAV) Routes;
Eastern United States [Docket No.: FAA-
2022-0906; Airspace Docket No.: 21-ASO0-27]
(RIN: 2120-AA66) received January 18, 2023,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

EC-298. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Class C
Airspace; Manchester, NH [Docket No.: FAA-
2022-1472; Airspace Docket No.: 22-AWA-8]
(RIN: 2120-AA66) received January 18, 2023,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.
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EC-299. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E
Airspace; Brookings Airport, Brookings, OR
[Docket No.: FAA-2022-1031; Airspace Docket
No.: 22-ANM-1] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received
January 18, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

EC-300. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Amendment and Estab-
lishment of Area Navigation (RNAV) Routes;
Eastern United States [Docket No.: FAA-
2022-0932; Airspace Docket No.: 21-AEA-22)
(RIN: 2120-AA66) received January 18, 2023,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

EC-301. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E
Airspace; Christmas Valley Airport, OR; Cor-
rection [Docket No.: FAA-2022-0571; Airspace
Docket No.: 22-ANM-46] (RIN: 2120-AA66) re-
ceived January 18, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

EC-302. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Amendment and Re-
moval of VOR Federal Airways in the East-
ern United States [Docket No.: FAA-2022-
0940; Airspace Docket No.: 21-AS0-26] (RIN:
2120-AA66) received January 18, 2023, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

————

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. BURGESS: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 75. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the joint resolution (H.J. Res.
7) relating to a national emergency declared
by the President on March 13, 2020; providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 139) to re-
quire Executive agencies to submit to Con-
gress a study of the impacts of expanded
telework and remote work by agency em-
ployees during the COVID-19 pandemic and a
plan for the agency’s future use of telework
and remote work, and for other purposes;
providing for consideration of the bill (H.R.
382) to terminate the public health emer-
gency declared with respect to COVID-19;
and providing for consideration of the bill
(H.R. 497) to eliminate the COVID-19 vaccine
mandate on health care providers furnishing
items and services under certain Federal
health care programs (Rept. 118-1). Referred
to the House Calendar.

———————

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. CASTEN (for himself and Mr.
BLUMENAUER):

H.R. 642. A bill to reform the Supreme

Court of the United States, and for other
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purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. CASTEN (for himself, Mr.
BEYER, and Mr. BLUMENAUER):

H.R. 643. A bill to establish the total num-
ber of Representatives at a number that pro-
vides that the average number of constitu-
ents represented by a Member from any
State is equivalent to the number of con-
stituents represented by the Member from
the least populous State and to apportion
Representatives among the States accord-
ingly, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and in addition to
the Committees on Transportation and In-
frastructure, and House Administration, for
a period to be subsequently determined by
the Speaker, in each case for consideration
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Ms. BONAMICI (for herself, Mrs.
McBATH, Ms. WILD, Ms. NORTON, Ms.
WILsON of Florida, Mr. CARSON, Mr.
VARGAS, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. DAVIS of
Illinois, Mr. EVANS, Mr. THOMPSON of
California, Ms. TITUS, Mr. TAKANO,
Mr. COURTNEY, and Ms. SALINAS):

H.R. 644. A bill to protect borrowers of Fed-
eral student loans during the transition pe-
riod following the end of the COVID-19 stu-
dent loan repayment pause, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce.

By Mrs. CHERFILUS-McCORMICK (for
herself, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. CASTOR of
Florida, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr.
DELUZIO, Mr. CASE, Ms. TLAIB, Ms.
KAMLAGER-DOVE, Ms. NORTON, and
Ms. BROWNLEY):

H.R. 645. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to permanently authorize the
use of certain funds to improve flexibility in
the provision of assistance to homeless vet-
erans, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. CLYDE (for himself, Mr. NOR-
MAN, Mr. ROSENDALE, Mrs. MILLER of
West Virginia, Mrs. MILLER of Illi-
nois, Mr. MOONEY, Mr. CRAWFORD,
Ms. GREENE of Georgia, Mr. OGLES,
Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia, Mr.
GREEN of Tennessee, Mr. HUNT, Mr.
WEBER of Texas, Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr.
WALBERG, Mrs. BOEBERT, Mr. BIGGS,
Mr. MOORE of Alabama, Mrs. LUNA,
Mr. HUDSON, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. MASSIE,
Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, Mr. FRY,
Mrs. CAMMACK, Mr. GAETzZ, Mr.
NEHLS, Mr. PERRY, Mr. HIGGINS of
Louisiana, Mr. BABIN, Mr. DAVIDSON,
and Mrs. BICE):

H.R. 646. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to remove short-barreled
rifles, short-barreled shotguns, and certain
other weapons from the definition of fire-
arms for purposes of the National Firearms
Act, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition
to the Committee on the Judiciary, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio:

H.R. 647. A bill to repeal restrictions on the
export and import of natural gas; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. NEWHOUSE (for himself, Mr.
CosTA, Mr. MANN, Ms. SCHRIER, Mrs.
HINSON, Mr. PANETTA, Mr. FINSTAD,
and Ms. PINGREE):

H.R. 648. A Dbill to amend the Agricultural
Trade Act of 1978 to extend and expand the
Market Access Program and the Foreign
Market Development Cooperator Program;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. BACON (for himself, Ms. SALA-
ZAR, Mr. BABIN, and Ms. TENNEY):
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H.R. 649. A Dbill to establish the National
Commission on Domestic Terrorist Attacks
on the United States by Antifa, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. BERGMAN:

H.R. 650. A bill to provide compensation to
the Keweenaw Bay Indian Community for
the taking without just compensation of
land by the United States inside the exterior
boundaries of the L’Anse Indian Reservation
that were guaranteed to the Community
under a treaty signed in 1854; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.

By Ms. BROWNLEY (for herself, Ms.
PINGREE, Ms. KUSTER, and Ms.
BONAMICI):

H.R. 651. A bill to require the designation
of composting as a conservation practice and
activity, and to provide grants and loan
guarantees for composting facilities and pro-
grams, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Ms. BROWNLEY (for herself, Ms.
KUSTER, and Ms. PINGREE):

H.R. 652. A bill to provide grants to reduce
the amount of food waste, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

By Mr. CARSON (for himself, Mr. CAR-
TER of Louisiana, Mr. CARTWRIGHT,
Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. COHEN, Mr. EVANS,
Mr. HORSFORD, Ms. JAYAPAL, Ms.
NORTON, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. PRESSLEY,
Mr. RASKIN, and Mr. THOMPSON of
Mississippi):

H.R. 6563. A bill to amend the Elementary
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to
award grants to eligible entities to establish,
expand, or support school-based mentoring
programs to assist at-risk middle school stu-
dents with the transition from middle school
to high school; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

By Mr. CARSON (for himself, Ms.
ADAMS, Mr. CARTER of Louisiana, Mr.
EVANS, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE, Mr.
LANDSMAN, Ms. NORTON, Mr. THOMP-
SON of Mississippi, Mr. VARGAS, Mrs.
WATSON COLEMAN, and Ms. WILD):

H.R. 6564. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965, to add a work-study pro-
gram for off-campus community service at
selected after-school activities, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce.

By Mr. CARTER of Georgia (for him-
self and Ms. SEWELL):

H.R. 6565. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide a special rule for
certain casualty losses of uncut timber; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CASTRO of Texas (for himself,
Mr. MOOLENAAR, Ms. SPANBERGER,
and Mr. COLE):

H.R. 6566. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to include child develop-
ment and early learning as community serv-
ices under the Federal work-study program;
to the Committee on Education and the
Workforce.

By Mr. CASTRO of Texas:

H.R. 657. A bill to amend the Workforce In-
novation and Opportunity Act to clarify the
career services provided to adults and dis-
located workers, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force.

By Mr. CASTRO of Texas (for himself,
Mr. GUTHRIE, and Ms. SPANBERGER):

H.R. 658. A Dbill to direct the Secretary of
Labor to award grants to eligible entities to
carry out or expand youth apprenticeship
programs; to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce.
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By Mr. COHEN (for himself, Mr. GARCIA
of Illinois, Mr. KHANNA, Mr. THOMP-
SON of Mississippi, and Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY):

H.R. 659. A bill to prohibit air carriers from
imposing fees that are not reasonable and
proportional to the costs incurred by the air
carriers, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Mr. LAR-
SON of Connecticut, Mr. COURTNEY,
Mr. HIMES, and Mrs. HAYES):

H.R. 660. A bill to amend chapter 44 of title
18, United States Code, to require the safe
storage of firearms, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. FEENSTRA (for himself, Mr.
BUCK, Mr. DONALDS, Ms. SALAZAR,
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mrs. HINSON,
Mr. BABIN, Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana,
Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS, Ms. TENNEY, Mr.
SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. LAMBORN,
Mr. BACON, Mr. POSEY, Mrs. LESKO,
Mr. OBERNOLTE, Mr. BoST, Mr. MOORE
of Alabama, Mr. RUTHERFORD, Mr.
NORMAN, Mr. FINSTAD, Mr. SESSIONS,
Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana, Mr.
BURCHETT, Mr. OGLES, Mr. WEBER of
Texas, Mr. C. SCOTT FRANKLIN of
Florida, Mr. CLINE, Mr. ROUZER, Mr.
DUNCAN, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. HUDSON,
Mr. GARBARINO, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr.
FRrRY, Mr. MIKE GARCIA of California,
Mr. WALBERG, and Mr. STEUBE):

H.R. 661. A bill to require U.S. Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement to take into
custody certain aliens who have been
charged in the United States with a crime
that resulted in the death or serious bodily
injury of another person, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. C. SCOTT FRANKLIN of Flor-
ida (for himself and Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ):

H.R. 662. A bill to amend the Disaster Re-
lief Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2023
to improve disaster relief funding for agri-
cultural producers, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. GALLEGO:

H.R. 663. A bill to amend the Indian Child
Protection and Family Violence Prevention
Act; to the Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. GARAMENDI:

H.R. 664. A bill to require certain reports
relating to defense access roads, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Armed
Services, and in addition to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned,

By Mrs. GONZALEZ-COLON (for her-
self and Mr. PETERS):

H.R. 665. A bill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to provide authority to the Ad-
ministrator of the Drug Enforcement Admin-
istration to provide a cash award to Admin-
istration employees with foreign language
skills, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Accountability.

By Ms. JAYAPAL (for herself, Mr.
AUCHINCLOSS, Ms. BARRAGAN, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. CAR-
SON, Mr. CASTEN, Ms. CHU, Mr.

CICILLINE, Ms. CLARKE of New York,
Ms. CROCKETT, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois,
Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr. GALLEGO, Ms.
GARCIA of Texas, Mr. GARCIA of Illi-
nois, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. JACKSON LEE,
Ms. JACOBS, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia,

Mr. KHANNA, Mr. KILMER, Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ, Ms.

LOFGREN, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. MOORE
of Wisconsin, Mr. NADLER, Mrs.
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NAPOLITANO, Ms. NORTON, Mr.
QUIGLEY, Mr. RASKIN, Ms. SCANLON,
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr.
SMITH of Washington, Mr. SWALWELL,
Ms. TLAIB, Mrs. TORRES of California,

Mr. VARGAS, Ms. WASSERMAN
ScHuLTz, and Mrs. WATSON COLE-
MAN):

H.R. 666. A bill to clarify the rights of cer-
tain persons who are held or detained at a
port of entry or at any facility overseen by
U.S. Customs and Border Protection; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI (for him-
self, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. CARDENAS, Mr.
MORELLE, Mr. AUCHINCLOSS, Mr.
ESPAILLAT, Mr. KEATING, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. MULLIN, Mrs. HAYES, Ms.
TOKUDA, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr.
CASTEN, Mr. SHERMAN, and Ms. CAS-
TOR of Florida):

H.R. 667. A bill to provide for a 3-day wait-
ing period before a person may receive a
handgun, with exceptions; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Ms. McCOLLUM (for herself, Mr.
GRIJALVA, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. PHIL-
LIPS, Ms. OMAR, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. KIL-
DEE, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms.
BARRAGAN, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CASTEN,
Ms. ESHOO, Mr. RASKIN, Ms. NORTON,
Mr. KILMER, Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms. CHU,
Ms. LEE of California, Ms. BUSH, Ms.
TLAIB, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr.
CASE, Ms. SLOTKIN, Mr. NADLER, Ms.
DELBENE, Mr. GARCIA of Illinois, Ms.
JACKSON LEE, Mr. CARSON, Ms.
BROWNLEY, Mr. POCAN, Mr. LEVIN,
Ms. STANSBURY, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Mr. TONKO, Mr. LIEU, Mr.
LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. COURT-
NEY, Ms. R0Oss, and Mr. SCHIFF):

H.R. 668. A bill to provide for the protec-
tion of the Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wil-
derness and interconnected Federal lands
and waters, including Voyageurs National
Park, within the Rainy River Watershed in
the State of Minnesota, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Mr. LIEU (for himself, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Ms. NORTON, Mr. MCGOVERN,
Ms. PINGREE, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mrs.
WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. BEYER, Mr.
SHERMAN, Mr. COHEN, Ms. MENG, Ms.
PRESSLEY, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, Mr. PALLONE, Ms.
CLARKE of New York, and Mr.
PAYNE):

H.R. 669. A bill to restrict the first-use
strike of nuclear weapons; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs, and in addition to the
Committee on Armed Services, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. MOLINARO (for himself and
Ms. SHERRILL):

H.R. 670. A bill to amend title IV of the
Public Health Service Act to direct the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services to es-
tablish a clearinghouse on intellectual dis-
abilities, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin (for her-
self and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY):

H.R. 671. A bill to amend title II of the So-
cial Security Act to make various reforms to
Social Security, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MORAN (for himself, Mr.
DESJARLAIS, Mr. ELLZEY, Ms.
GRANGER, Mr. BABIN, Mr. GOODEN of
Texas, Mr. NEHLS, Ms. VAN DUYNE,
Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. CLOUD, Mr.
SELF, Mr. LUTTRELL, and Mr. JACK-
SON of Texas):
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H.R. 672. A Dbill to establish trust funds re-
lating to border security, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity, and in addition to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. MOYLAN:

H.R. 673. A bill to amend Public Law 106-
504 to allow certain land in Guam to be
transferred to previous recorded owners of
that land, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. NEWHOUSE (for himself and
Mr. PETERS):

H.R. 674. A Dbill to codify the authority of
the Secretary of Agriculture and the Sec-
retary of the Interior to conduct certain
landscape-scale forest restoration projects,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Natural Resources, and in addition to the
Committee on Agriculture, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. PALLONE (for himself and Mrs.
RODGERS of Washington):

H.R. 675. A bill to amend the Secure and
Trusted Communications Networks Act of
2019 to prohibit the Federal Communications
Commission from granting a license or
United States market access for a non-geo-
stationary orbit satellite system if the 1li-
cense or grant of market access would be
held or controlled by an entity that produces
or provides any covered communications
equipment or service or an affiliate of such
an entity, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Ms. PINGREE (for herself, Mr.
WALTZ, Mr. GOLDEN of Maine, Mrs.
GONZALEZ-COLON, Mr. CARSON, Ms.
BoNAMICI, Ms. TOKUDA, Mr. HUFFMAN,
Mr. KILMER, and Ms. SCANLON):

H.R. 676. A bill to amend the Federal Ocean
Acidification Research And Monitoring Act
of 2009 to require the Secretary of Com-
merce, acting through the Administrator of
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration, to collaborate with State and
local governments and Indian Tribes on vul-
nerability assessments related to ocean
acidification, research planning, and similar
activities, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology.

By Mr. ROSENDALE:

H.R. 677. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make improvements to
Health Savings Accounts; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. ROY (for himself, Mr. NORMAN,
Mr. GOSAR, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr.
ROSENDALE, Mr. OGLES, Mrs. MILLER
of Illinois, Mr. BRECHEEN, Mr. MILLS,
Mr. BisHOP of North Carolina, and
Mr. McCLINTOCK):

H.R. 678. A bill to eliminate the position of
the Chief Diversity Officer of the Depart-
ment of Defense, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

By Ms. SCHRIER (for herself, Mr.
NEWHOUSE, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, Mrs. RODGERS of Washington,
Ms. LEE of California, Ms. PEREZ, Ms.
BoNAMICI, Ms. DELBENE, Ms. SLOTKIN,

Mr. KHANNA, Mr. HARDER of Cali-
fornia, Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr.
MOOLENAAR, Mr. BERGMAN, Mr.
THOMPSON of California, Ms.

BROWNLEY, Mr. RYAN, Ms. STEFANIK,

Mr. HUIZENGA, Mr. KILMER, Mr.
CoSTA, and Mr. TAKANO):

H.R. 679. A bill to amend the Agricultural
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Act of 1998 to authorize the Secretary of Ag-
riculture to waive the matching funds re-
quirement under the specialty crop research
initiative, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Ms. SHERRILL (for herself, Mr.
LAWLER, Ms. NORTON, and Mr. LEVIN):

H.R. 680. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to increase the limitation
on the deduction for State and local taxes; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him-
self and Ms. MENG):

H.R. 681. A bill to reauthorize the READ
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. SOTO (for himself and Mr.
DUNN of Florida):

H.R. 682. A bill to facilitate access to elec-
tromagnetic spectrum for commercial space
launches and commercial space reentries; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Ms. STEFANIK (for herself, Mr.
CRAWFORD, Mr. COSTA, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, Mr. JOHNSON of Lou-
isiana, Mr. VALADAO, Mr. AUSTIN
ScorT of Georgia, Mrs. MILLER-
MEEKS, Mr. MOORE of Alabama, Mr.
RUTHERFORD, Mr. BAIRD, Mr. JOHNSON
of South Dakota, Mr. MOLINARO, Mr.
NEWHOUSE, Mr. NORMAN, Mr. MILLER

of Ohio, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr.
LAMALFA, Mr. CoLE, and Ms.
TENNEY):

H.R. 683. A bill to amend the Defense Pro-
duction Act of 1950 to include the Secretary
of Agriculture on the Committee on Foreign
Investment in the United States and require
review of certain agricultural transactions,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Financial Services, and in addition to the
Committees on Foreign Affairs, and Energy
and Commerce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. STEUBE (for himself and Mr.
SELF):

H.R. 684. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to prohibit the award of
Federal funds to institutions of higher edu-
cation that employ instructors funded by the
Chinese Communist Party, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Education and
the Workforce.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 685. A bill to direct the President, in
consultation with the Secretary of the
Treasury, to develop and carry out a strat-
egy to seek reimbursement from the People’s
Republic of China of funds made available by
the United States Government to address the
Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19); to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. STEUBE (for himself, Mr. WEB-
STER of Florida, and Mr. SELF):

H.R. 686. A bill to require the continuation
in effect of export controls with respect to
Huawei Technologies Co. Ltd., and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

By Mr. STEUBE (for himself and Mr.
TIFFANY):

H.R. 687. A bill to require certain actions
relating to the United Nations Human
Rights Council, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. STEUBE (for himself and Mr.
SELF):

H.R. 688. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Homeland Security and Secretary of State to
require aliens applying for certain visas to
disclose if they receive funds from the Gov-
ernment of the People’s Republic of China or
the Chinese Communist Party, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. STEUBE (for himself and Mr.
SELF):
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H.R. 689. A bill to prevent allocations of
Special Drawing Rights at the International
Monetary Fund for countries that are per-
petrators of genocide or state sponsors of
terrorism, and to prevent United States tax
dollars from directly going to the Taliban or
other terrorists or terrorist-harboring na-
tions; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices, and in addition to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. STEUBE (for himself, Mr. SES-
SIONS, Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, and
Mr. SELF):

H.R. 690. A bill to impose sanctions on per-
sons engaging in transactions in Afghanistan
rare earth minerals; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 691. A bill to impose sanctions with
respect to Kata’ib Sayyid al-Shuhada; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on the Judiciary, for
a period to be subsequently determined by
the Speaker, in each case for consideration
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. TORRES of New York:

H.R. 692. A bill to amend the International
Financial Institutions Act to provide in-
structions with respect to the U.S. policy on
co-financing arrangements at the multilat-
eral development banks, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices.

By Mr. WOMACK:

H.R. 693. A bill to limit the detailing of di-
rectors of medical centers of the Department
of Veterans Affairs to different positions
within the Department, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs.

By Mr. CASTEN (for himself and Mr.
BLUMENAUER):

H.J. Res. 23. A joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States providing that the Senate is
made more representative by adding twelve
Senators to be elected nationwide through
ranked choice voting, and providing for
twelve Electors at-large for President and
Vice-President, who shall cast their ballots
for the respective winners of the national
popular vote; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. COMER (for himself, Ms. FOXX,
Mr. CLOUD, Mr. CLYDE, Mr.
GROTHMAN, Ms. MACE, Mr. DONALDS,
Mr. PFLUGER, Ms. TENNEY, Mr. BIGGS,
Mr. FALLON, Mr. HIGGINS of Lou-
isiana, Mr. NORMAN, Mr. LATURNER,
and Mr. SESSIONS):

H.J. Res. 24. A joint resolution dis-
approving the action of the District of Co-
lumbia Council in approving the Local Resi-
dent Voting Rights Amendment Act of 2022;
to the Committee on Oversight and Account-
ability.

By Ms. PRESSLEY (for herself, Ms.
SPANBERGER, Ms. BUSH, Ms. DEAN of
Pennsylvania, Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE,
Ms. GARCIA of Texas, Ms. MATSUI, Ms.
BoNAMICI, Mr. KEATING, Mr. QUIGLEY,
Mr. BIsSHOP of Georgia, Ms. JACOBS,
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. SAR-
BANES, Mr. MOULTON, Mr. SABLAN,
Mr. THANEDAR, Mr. PETERS, Ms.
McCoLLuM, Mr. NADLER, Mr. TORRES
of New York, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr.
ESPAILLAT, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Ms.
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OCASIO-CORTEZ, Ms. ADAMS, Mr.
BERA, Mr. CARSON, Mr. KiM of New
Jersey, Ms. CRAIG, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, Ms. BALINT, Mr. PASCRELL,
Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. BOYLE of
Pennsylvania, Ms. PETTERSEN, Ms.
PINGREE, Mr. DELUZIO, Mr. PAPPAS,
Ms. HOULAHAN, Mr. ALLRED, Mr. KIL-
DEE, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. SOTO,
Mr. TRONE, Mr. PHILLIPS, Mrs. DIN-
GELL, Ms. Ross, Mr. KILMER, Ms.
TITUS, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. BEYER, Mr.
EVANS, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. NOR-
TON, Ms. SLOTKIN, Mr. SWALWELL, Mr.
PALLONE, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr.
CONNOLLY, Ms. MENG, Mr. STANTON,
Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Ms. STE-
VENS, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr.
CUELLAR, Ms. OMAR, Mrs. HAYES, Mr.
AUCHINCLOSS, Mr. BOWMAN, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Mr. RASKIN, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. GOLDEN of Maine, Mr.
CROW, Ms. WEXTON, Mr. GARCIA of Il-
linois, Ms. TOKUDA, Mr. COSTA, Mr.
GOMEZ, Mr. PANETTA, Mr. NEGUSE,
Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. MORELLE, Mrs.
BEATTY, Ms. CHU, Ms. BROWNLEY, Ms.
CASTOR of Florida, Ms. MANNING, Ms.
PORTER, Mr. MULLIN, Ms. SCHRIER,
Mr. MFUME, Ms. UNDERWOOD, Ms.
SANCHEZ, Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Mrs.
FLETCHER, Mr. DOGGETT, Ms. LOIS
FRANKEL of Florida, Mrs. TRAHAN,
Mr. VEASEY, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr.
DESAULNIER, Mr. POCAN, Mr. TAKANO,
Ms. SCANLON, Mr. LEVIN, Ms.
BARRAGAN, Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia,

Mrs. TORRES of California, Ms.
VELAZQUEZ, Mr. AGUILAR, Ms.
JAYAPAL, Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Ms.

TLAIB, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. LYNCH,
Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Mr. ROB-
ERT GARCIA of California, Ms. KELLY
of Illinois, Ms. DELAURO, Mr.
GALLEGO, Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr. CASTEN,
Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK, Ms.
JACKSON LEE, Ms. BROWN, Ms. WILD,
Mrs. LEE of Nevada, Ms. DELBENE,
Mr. CARDENAS, Mr. CARTER of Lou-
isiana, Ms. HOYLE of Oregon, and Ms.
CLARKE of New York):

H.J. Res. 25. A joint resolution removing
the deadline for the ratification of the equal
rights amendment; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. SCALISE:

H. Con. Res. 11. Concurrent resolution pro-
viding for a joint session of Congress to re-
ceive a message from the President; consid-
ered and agreed to.

By Mr. MILLER of Ohio:

H. Res. 76. A resolution removing a certain
Member from a certain standing committee
of the House; to the Committee on Ethics.

By Mr. McGOVERN (for himself, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, Ms. LEE of California,
Ms. NORTON, and Ms. JAYAPAL):

H. Res. 77. A resolution embracing the
goals and provisions of the Treaty on the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and in addition to
the Committee on Armed Services, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. COLE:

H. Res. 78. A resolution providing for a cer-
tain total number of members on certain se-
lect committees and subcommittees, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Rules;
considered and agreed to.

By Mr. LIEU:

H. Res. 79. A resolution electing Members
to certain standing committees of the House
of Representatives; considered and agreed to.
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By Mr. SCALISE:

H. Res. 80. A resolution electing Members
to certain standing committees of the House
of Representatives; considered and agreed to.

By Mr. KEATING (for himself, Mr. WIL-
SON of South Carolina, Ms. KAPTUR,
Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. QUIGLEY, and
Mr. MCGOVERN):

H. Res. 81. A resolution calling on the
President to support the creation of a Spe-
cial Tribunal for the Punishment of the
Crime of Aggression against Ukraine; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him-
self, Mr. CUELLAR, and Mr. HILL):

H. Res. 82. A resolution expressing the
sense of Congress regarding the need to des-
ignate Nigeria a Country of Particular Con-
cern for engaging in and tolerating system-
atic, ongoing, and egregious violations of re-
ligious freedom, the need to appoint a Spe-
cial Envoy for Nigeria and the Lake Chad re-
gion, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

————

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY AND
SINGLE SUBJECT STATEMENTS

Pursuant to clause 7(c)(1) of rule XII
and Section 3(c) of H. Res. 5 the fol-
lowing statements are submitted re-
garding (1) the specific powers granted
to Congress in the Constitution to
enact the accompanying bill or joint
resolution and (2) the single subject of
the bill or joint resolution.

By Mr. CASTEN:

H.R. 642.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18

The single subject of this legislation is:

Reforms the Supreme Court of the United
States

By Mr. CASTEN:

H.R. 643.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

Government Reform

By Ms. BONAMICI:

H.R. 644.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article 1 of the
Constitution

The single subject of this legislation is:

Student loans

By Mrs. CHERFILUS-McCORMICK:

H.R. 645.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

U.S. Constitution, Article 1, Section 8.

The single subject of this legislation is:

Veterans Affairs

By Mr. CLYDE:

H.R. 646.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the U.S.
Constitution states: Congress shall have the
power ‘‘to make all laws which shall be nec-
essary and proper for carrying into execution
the foregoing powers, and all other powers
vested by this Constitution in the govern-
ment of the United States or in any depart-
ment of officer thereof.”

The single subject of this legislation is:

This legislation is solely about the Na-
tional Firearms Act.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio:

H.R. 647.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Purusant to clause 7 of Rule XII of the
Rules of the House of Representatives, the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

following statement is submitted regarding
the specific powers granted to Congress in
the Constitution to enact the accompanying
bill or joint resolution.

Article I, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

Modify Natural Gas Act to remove LNG ex-
port permitting process

By Mr. NEWHOUSE:

H.R. 648.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United
States Constitution

The single subject of this legislation is:

To amend the Agricultural Trade Act of
1978 to extend and expand the Market Access
Program and the Foreign Market Develop-
ment Cooperator Program.

By Mr. BACON:

H.R. 649.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

To establish an independent commission to
investigate Antifa involvement in the 2020
riots

By Mr. BERGMAN:

H.R. 650.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion.

The single subject of this legislation is:

Resolving land disputes with
Keweenaw Bay Indian Community.

By Ms. BROWNLEY:

H.R. 651.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

composting

By Ms. BROWNLEY:

H.R. 652.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

Food waste

By Mr. CARSON:

H.R. 653.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 18 of section 8 of Article I of the
Constitution.

The Transition-to-Success Mentoring Act
is a mentorship bill related to Education.

By Mr. CARSON:

H.R. 654.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 18 of section 8 of Article I of the
Constitution.

The Students Helping Young Students Act
is a mentorship bill related to Education.

By Mr. CARTER of Georgia:

H.R. 655.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause I of the U.S.
Constitution

By Mr. CASTRO of Texas:

H.R. 656.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Constitutional Authority—Necessary and
Proper Clause (Art. I, Sec. 8, Clause 18)

THE U.S. CONSTITUTION ARTICLE 1,
SECTION 8: POWERS OF CONGRESS
CLAUSE 18

The Congress shall have power . . To
make all laws which shall be necessary and
proper

The single subject of this legislation is:

The purpose of the bill is regarding work-
force.

the
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By Mr. CASTRO of Texas:

H.R. 657.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Constitutional Authority—Necessary, and
Proper Clause (Art. I, Sec. 8, Clause 18)

The Congress shall have power . . To
make all laws which shall be necessary and
proper for carrying into execution the fore-
going powers, and all other powers vested by
this Constitution in the government of the
United States, or in any department or offi-
cer thereof.

The single subject of this legislation is:

The purpose of the bill is regarding work-
force.

By Mr. CASTRO of Texas:

H.R. 658.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Constitutional Authority—Necessary and
Proper Clause (Art. I, Sec. 8, Clause 18)

The Congress shall have power . . To
make all laws which shall be necessary and
proper for carrying into execution the fore-
going powers, and all other powers vested by
this Constitution in the government of the
United States, or in any department or offi-
cer thereof.

The single subject of this legislation is:

The purpose of the bill is related to work-
force.

By Mr. COHEN:

H.R. 659.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

Aviation

By Ms. DELAURO:

H.R. 660.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 1

The single subject of this legislation is:

Gun Violence Prevention

By Mr. FEENSTRA:

H.R. 661.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section 8 Clause 4 of the Con-
stitution

The single subject of this legislation is:

To require immigration authorities to
keep undocumented immigrants in custody
if they are accused of killing someone or in-
flicting serious bodily injury.

By Mr. C. SCOTT FRANKLIN of Flor-
ida:

H.R. 662.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Congress is granted the authority to intro-
duce and enact this legislation pursuant to
Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitution

The single subject of this legislation is:

This bill amends the Disaster Relief Sup-
plemental Appropriations Act, 2023 to im-
prove disaster relief funding for agricultural
producers, and for other purposes.

By Mr. GALLEGO:

H.R. 663.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: “‘[The Con-
gress shall have the power . .] To make
all Laws which shall be necessary and proper
for carrying into Execution the foregoing
Powers, and all other Powers vested by this
Constitution in the Government of the
United States, or in any Department or Offi-
cer thereof.”

By Mr. GARAMENDI:

H.R. 664.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clauses 1 and 14 of the
U.S. Constitution
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By Mrs. GONZALEZ-COLON

H.R. 665.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the U.S.
Constitution:

Congress shall have the power ... “To
make all Laws which shall be necessary and
proper for carrying into Execution the fore-
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by
this Constitution in the Government of the
United States, or in any Department or Offi-
cer thereof.”

The single subject of this legislation is:

The bill gives authority to the Adminis-
trator of the Drug Enforcement Administra-
tion (DEA) to pay a cash award to an em-
ployee who maintains proficiency in a mis-
sion-critical language or who uses a foreign
language in the performance of official du-
ties.

By Ms. JAYAPAL:

H.R. 666.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I of the
United States Constitution and its subse-
quent amendments, and further clarified and
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the
United States.

The single subject of this legislation is:

Immigration

By Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI:

H.R. 667.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

“The Congress shall have Power to . ..
provide for the . . . general Welfare of the
United States; . . .”

The single subject of this legislation is:

Gun violence prevention

By Ms. MCCOLLUM:

H.R. 668.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Pursuant to Article I Section 8 of the Con-
stitution

The single subject of this legislation is:

This bill permanently withdraws over
234,000 acres of federal land and waters with-
in the Rainy River Watershed adjacent to
the Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilderness
from mineral leasing.

By Mr. LIEU:

H.R. 669.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

Foreign Affairs

By Mr. MOLINARO:

H.R. 670.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1

The single subject of this legislation is:

Healthcare

By Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin:

H.R. 671.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to
Section 8 of Article I of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. MORAN:

H.R. 672.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section 8 of the Constitution

The Congress shall have Power To lay and
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises,
to pay the Debts and provide for the common
Defence and general Welfare of the United
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises
shall be uniform throughout the United
States;
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The single subject of this legislation is:
Border Security
By Mr. MOYLAN:

H.R. 673.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Pursuant to Article one of the United
States Constitution Congress has the power
to enact this legislation.

The single subject of this legislation is:

To Amend Public Law 106-504

By Mr. NEWHOUSE:

H.R. 674.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article IV, Section 3, clause 2

Article I, Section 8, clause 18

By Mr. PALLONE:

H.R. 675.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Under Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: [The
Congress shall have Power] To regulate Com-
merce with foreign Nations, and among the
several States, and with the India Tribes

The single subject of this legislation is:

Commercial satellites.

By Ms. PINGREE:

H.R. 676.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

Ocean Acidification

By Mr. ROSENDALE:

H.R. 677.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. ROY:

H.R. 678.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United
States Constitution—to make all Laws
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers,
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States,
or any Department or Officer thereof.

The single subject of this legislation is:

This legislation eliminates the role of chief
diversity officer at the Department of De-
fense and prohibits federal funds from being
obligated to establish this position or any-
thing substantially similar.

By Ms. SCHRIER:

H.R. 679.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I of the United States Constitution.

The single subject of this legislation is:

Agriculture

By Ms. SHERRILL:

H.R. 680.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article 1 of the
Constitution of the United States of America

The single subject of this legislation is:

Improving Affordability

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey:

H.R. 681.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8 of the U.S. Constitution

By Mr. SOTO:

H.R. 682.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, of the United States
Constitution.

The single subject of this legislation is:

This bill facilitates access to electro-
magnetic spectrum for commercial space
launches and commercial space reentries.

By Ms. STEFANIK:

H.R. 683.

January 31, 2023

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the US Constitution

The single subject of this legislation is:

To protect U.S. agricultural land and busi-
nesses from malign foreign influence.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 684.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

To amend the Higher Education Act of 1965
to prohibit the award of Federal funds to in-
stitutions of higher education that employ
instructiors funded by the CCP.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 685.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

To direct the President, in consultation
with the Secretary of the Treasury, to de-
velop and carry out a strategy to seek
reinbursement from the People’s Republic of
China of funds made available by the United
States Government to address COVID-19.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 686.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

To require the continuation in effect of ex-
port controls with respect to Huawei Tech-
nologies Co.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 687.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

To require certain actions relating to the
United Nations Human Rights Council

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 688.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

To direct the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity and Secretary of State to require aliens
applying for certain visas to disclose if they
receive funds from the Government of the
People’s Republic of China or the CCP.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 689.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

To precent allocations of Special Drawing
Rights at the International Monetary Fund
for countries that are perpetrators of geno-
cide or state sponsors of terrorism, and to
prevent US tax dollars from directly going to
the Taliban or other terrorists or terrorist-
harboring nations.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 690.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

To impose sanctions on persons engaging
in transactions in Afghanistan rare earth
minerals.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 691.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

To impose sanctions with respect to KSS.

By Mr. TORRES of New York:

H.R. 692.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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Article 1, Section 8.
By Mr. WOMACK:

H.R. 693.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 114 of Section 8 of Article I of the
Constitution

The single subject of this legislation is:

The VACANT Act requires the VA to limit
temporary vacancies for Directors of VA
Medical Facilities to 180 days and requires
the VA to notify Congress of its plans to fill
those vacancies.

By Mr. CASTEN:

H.J. Res. 23.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article V

The single subject of this legislation is:

Government Reform

By Mr. COMER:

H.J. Res. 24.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 17 of the U.S.
Constitution, in that the legislation address-
es legislation governing the affairs of the
District of Columbia, to which Congress has
the power ‘‘to exercise exclusive Legislation
in all Cases whatsoever, over such District
(not exceeding ten Miles square) as may, by
Cession of particular States and the Accept-
ance of Congress, become the Seat of the
Government of the United States . . .

The single subject of this legislation is:

District of Columbia election law

By Ms. PRESSLEY:

H.J. Res. 25.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article V of the United States Constitu-
tion

The single subject of this legislation is:

The single subject of this legislation is to
rescind the time limit placed on the equal
rights amendment.

—————

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:
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H.R. 7: Mrs. LUNA and Mr. YAKYM.

H.R. 24: Mr. MCCORMICK.

H.R. 40: Mr. TAKANO.

H.R. 53: Mr. FITZGERALD.

H.R. 82: Mr. KHANNA, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER,
Ms. STANSBURY, Mr. POSEY, Mr. GOMEZ, Ms.
WEXTON, and Mr. MOLINARO.

H.R. 139: Mr. ROSE and Mr. FERGUSON.

H.R. 152: Mr. SMITH of Nebraska.

H.R. 168: Mr. CLINE.

H.R. 192: Mr. ROUZER.

H.R. 211: Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota and
Mr. PAPPAS.

H.R. 212: Mr. MOORE of Alabama.

H.R. 223: Mr. WILLIAMS of New York, Mr.
MANN, and Mr. SCHWEIKERT.

H.R. 231: Mr. MOORE of Alabama.

H.R. 239: Mr. MULLIN and Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia.

H.R. 309: Mr. THOMPSON of California, Ms.
McCoLLuM, Ms. STRICKLAND, and Ms. ROSS.

H.R. 356: Mr. JACKSON of Texas.

H.R. 382: Mr. YAKYM, Mr. SMITH of New Jer-
sey, Mr. ELLZEY, Mr. FERGUSON, and Mr.
KILEY.

H.R. 386: Mr. MOORE of Alabama.

H.R. 396: Mrs. BEATTY and Ms. TOKUDA.

H.R. 398: Mr. LATTA.

H.R. 428: Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky.

H.R. 451: Mr. PAPPAS, Mrs. RODGERS of
Washington, and Mr. FEENSTRA.

H.R. 453: Mr. BURLISON.

H.R. 474: Mr. LAMALFA, Ms. SALAZAR, and
Mr. CRAWFORD.

H.R. 480: Mr. STEWART, Ms. DELBENE, and
Mr. OWENS.

H.R. 484: Mr. TIMMONS.

H.R. 494: Mr. RUTHERFORD.

H.R. 496: Mr. OWENS and Mr. SMUCKER.

H.R. 497: Ms. HAGEMAN, Mr. SMITH of Ne-
braska, Mr. DUARTE, and Mr. ROSE.

H.R. 501: Mrs. HINSON.

H.R. 506: Mr. FALLON.

H.R. 508: Mr. BACON and Mr. JOHNSON of
South Dakota.

H.R. 536: Ms. LEE of California and Mr.
COURTNEY.

H.R. 537: Mr. MOSKOWITZ.

H.R. 558: Mr. YAKYM and Mrs. CAMMACK.

H.R. 562: Ms. SHERRILL, Mr. NUNN of Iowa,
and Mr. FALLON.
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H.R. 584: Mr. DESAULNIER.

H.R. 589: Mr. SMUCKER.

H.R. 597: Mr. PALMER.

H.R. 603: Ms. SHERRILL, Mr. TONY
GONZALES of Texas, Mr. DAVIS of North Caro-
lina, and Mr. LEVIN.

H.R. 604: Mr. LARSEN of Washington.

H.R. 615: Mr. OWENS, Ms. HAGEMAN, and Mr.
MOORE of Alabama.

H.R. 621: Mr. LAMBORN.

H.J. Res. 7: Mr. GREEN of Tennessee and
Mr. VAN ORDEN.

H.J. Res. 13: Mr. MORELLE and Ms. MATSUI.

H.J. Res. 22: Mr. KHANNA.

H. Con. Res. 9: Mr. DUNN of Florida, Mr.
CLoOUD, Mr. BURCHETT, Mr. MAST, Mr. TUR-
NER, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. WALBERG,
Mr. NUNN of Iowa, Mr. STRONG, and Mrs.
HOUCHIN.

H. Res. 8: Mr. JACKSON of Texas.

H. Res. 27: Ms. DELBENE.

H. Res. 42: Ms. DAVIDS of Kansas.

H. Res. 59: Ms. TOKUDA, Ms. KAMLAGER-
DOVE, and Ms. MACE.

H. Res. 69: Mr. SMITH of Nebraska, Mr.
KELLY of Pennsylvania, and Mr. MOLINARO.

H. Res. T72: Mr. JACKSON of Texas, Mrs.
HARSHBARGER, and Mr. MOORE of Alabama.

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or
statements on congressional earmarks,
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff
benefits were submitted as follows:

OFFERED BY MR. COMER

The provisions that warranted a referral to
the Committee on Oversight and Account-
ability in H.R. 140, the Protecting Speech
from Government Interference Act, do not
contain any congressional earmarks, limited
tax benefits, or limited tariff benefits as de-
fined in clause 9 of rule XXI.
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